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ABANDONMENT. 

1. JUSTIFICATION. 

Section 7(b) of the Gas Act provides only procedure available to producer 
[or any assignee] for consent to cease service; such procedure requires 
affirmative showing that abandonment is warranted. Cumberland Natural 
CD Ca ae eas See eae ern ee 

Record fails to support finding that available supply of natural gas under- 
lying originally dedicated acreage is so depleted that continuance of service 
in interstate commerce is unwarranted. 74... 02003 ress o's 

Fact that producer’s percentage interest in subject acreage was a minor 
one did not serve to remove such interest from encompassing effects of act of 
dedication. Id_ ee AP Lr) PR LR ds an gh IR id i Lg EA Ue 

Producer’s interest in acreage was effectively dedicated irrespective of 
fact that at time of dedication gas reserves in such acreage may have been 
unproven and were never connected to buyer’s facilities. Jd________._____- 

Commission finds application for abandonment should be denied for want 
of prosecution by producer-applicant and lack of assignee’s satisfactory 
showing on merits—neither party has satisfied ect Setithess re of 
IOUIEICIN 7 (It a eee en ee ee KN Ae en ere ee Bae) 

It would be violative of purpose of Section 7(b) of Gas Act to permi 
producer-applicant to accomplish by non-action under Section 7(¢) that 
which it could not establish under Section 7(b). Id 

2. NECESSITY FOR AUTHORIZATION. 

It is well established that dedication of reserves for sale in interstate 
commerce occurs at least as soon as deliveries commence and once service 
is begun, producer cannot terminate service without Commission approval. 
Cumberland .Natural: Gae-Co.,-Fne so << 255-5 -cssnncepensnccsaceise lle 


ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 


Proposal that certificate be conditioned to require applicant to account 
for excess revenues rejected since accounting demanded seems futile and 
has no rational basis. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Mere showing that pipeline would receive excess revenues on an incre- 
mental basis is insufficient to justify suggested certificate accounting 
condition; no showing has been made that pipeline’s revenues are excessive 
on a system-wide basis. Id 
AMORTIZATION. 


There is no reason why backdating should not logically apply to creation 
of an amortization reserve pursuant to Section 10(d) as well as Section 
10(e). Niagara Mohawk Power Corp._-.....----.--.-----------------.- 

Commission concludes that rates presently established must under 
projected assumptions, be sufficient to insure that necessary contributions 
to amortization of Federal investment are made on schedule Urougpent 
the 50 years following date of investment in last project on system. United 
States Department of the Interior, Bonneville Power Administration __-__.__- 


CERTIFICATES. 


1. ALLOCATION AND SUPPLY. 

Natural Gas Act gives Commission no authority to place limits on 
deliveries of gas dedicated to interstate commerce to protect correlative 
rights of intrastate sellers on adjacent acreage, at least in absence of any 


evidence indicating such limitation would benefit interstate operations. 
Creates Clie Tre CRIES ine Fn tein esi incecbcbonae a ieeehe nbbenmete eel 

It is well established that dedication of reserves for sale in interstate 
commerce occurs at least as soon as deliveries commence and once service 


is begun, producer cannot terminate service without Commission approval. 
Id 


Page 


bs). Uuvagcussauis .awibwa 511, 512 


135 








1668 INDEX-DIGEST 





CERTIFICATES—Continued 


1. ALLOCATION AND SuppLy—Continued 

Fact that producer’s percentage interest in subject acreage was a minor 
one did not serve to remove such interest from encompassing effects of 
NNN, De ot oe onan eneeaaes ra 

Producer’s interest in acreage was effectively dedicated irrespe ctive of 
fact that at time of dedication gas reserves in such acreage may have been 
unproven and were never connected to buyer’s facilities. Jd 

2. AMENDMENT. 

Northern’s certificate should be amended to grant reduction in third- 
year contract demand since municipalities have no immediate need therefor, 
have suffered economic hardships from associated costs and there is no 
ar of material harm to pipeline’s customers. Northern Natural 

ih ie Nil bis eater pl ob cieteh hentia: ake he ae 

Fears that reduced contract demands will result in a revenue deficiency 
to Northern to be shouldered by Interveners is groundless—increased 
revenues from additional sales utilizing the released mainline capacity could 
reduce or totally eliminate claimed revenue deficiency. Jd___.-...-.-.--- 

North Central has not shown it is entitled to requested relief; unlike 
municipalities, it is suffering no economic hardship and seeks opportunity 
of increasing utilization of its propane air plant through reduction of 
I ER Shahn. clacton: eka cnmene eed haeneitd~s aaei 

North Central granted permission to defer use of its third-year contract 
demand until 1965-1966 heating season. Jd____._.-..._-.---_--------- 

Reductions in contract demands can be made only with Commission 
approval on appropriate filings. Id 

3. COMPETING INTERESTS. 

Temporary certificate denied to pipeline where gas was not immediately 
necessary to meet needs of pipeline’s customers and temporary certificate 
might be prejudicial to other interests in competitive proceedings. Northern 
Natural Gas Co 


In weighing conflicting claims of pipeline-distributor and competitive 
fuel intervener, consideration has been given to fact that former’s estimates 
are based on actual experiences while latter’s calculations are based on sur- 
vey conducted when natural gas was not available. Midwestern Gas Trans- 
NE Or canicnn cok cnceccsceincnewkawns scene teases 

Residents of area involved should not be deprived of right to choose 
among competing and relatively economic sources of energy. Id 

Temporary authorization to serve customers pending determination of 
competitive proceeding will not be permitted to affect final outcome of 
such proceeding. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp_....------------- 

Proposals of Transwestern and Arkansas Louisiana to supply gas to 
Cities Service are decidedly superior to that of Colorado Interstate. 
Transwestern Pipeline Co 

Ordinarily Commission would give no consideration to a defective ap- 

lication; it does so here for sole purpose of demonstrating that Cities 
ervice’s ~ requirements are better satisfied by means other than those 
OF Colones TRIAS. TE 02 200 BOs BUA aed Sale Se ee oe 

Since Commission is not confined to a determination of how Cities Serv- 
ice’s requirements for the additional 200,000 Mef daily during 1966 should 
be met [Company having immediate need for only 100,000 Mcf daily] it 
need not Tone. te by default the only presently available application for this 
amount of gas. Jd 

Risks to Sublie i in rejecting Colorado Interstate’s proposal prior to final 
determination of where Cities Service will secure additional gas needed 
during 1966 are outweighed by risks that public will pay more than neces- 
sary for a long period of time if latter is forced to rely on Colorado Inter- 
state for its gas supply. a i ns eek rae ed alls eee can ag al a 

Since Colorado Interstate’s application, after comparative evaluation, 
should be denied, it is unnecessary to determine legal effect of its lack of 
contract for sale of gas to Cities Service. Id 

Discussing denial of Arkansas Louisiana’s application [without prejudice 
to further presentation of evidence respecting gas supply], Commission 
observes that policy of enforcing applicable requirements vigorously will 
_ in greater efficiency, expedition, fairness and protection to the public. 


_ It is proper, for comparative purposes, to use the minimum Btu content 
included in pipeline contracts. Jd 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 

3. CompEetiNG InrEREsts—Continued 

Competing certificate applications must be given a comparative hearing. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

It was not error to rule out two projects failing to meet what Examiner 
considered minimum requirements applicable to project; project failing to 
meet such requirements cannot be certificated and need not be given further 
comparative evaluation. Id 

Any determination regarding best suited project must begin with analysis 
of present and future natural gas needs of St. Louis area. Jd 

Competition is a factor to be considered in passing upon pipeline ap- 
plication. Jd 

Fact that Mississippi has monopoly over pipeline service into St. Louis 
area is not decisive in evaluation of its project. Id 

A monopoly will serve to eliminate duplication of facilities and may thus 
reduce costs to rate payer. Id 

Impact of monopoly upon competitive situation cannot be ignored in 
passing on certificate applications. Id 

Commission’s responsibility is to insure that project ultimately certifi- 
cated is that which is best suited to present and future needs of St. Louis 
market area. Id 

4. CONDITIONS. 

Certificates issued in the Permian Basin subject to moratorium on rate 
increase filings in excess of applicable area rate prior to January 1, 1968 
as provided in Opinion No. 468. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) --- 

Midwestern’s exercise of its rights under certificate conditioned to the 
prior execution of amendment to its contract with Trans-Canada and 
filing thereof with Commission. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co_....--.. 460 

Great Plains’ certificate conditioned to require that no part of fee paid 
to HD&R [organizing firm] for engineering services which exceeded actual 
costs be included in plant accounts. Id 465; 476 

tequested condition by pipeline-intervener to prevent prejudice to its 
application in another docket, and agreed to by pipeline-applicant, found 
unobjectionable. Northern Natural Gas Co 510, 511 

Proposal that certificate be conditioned to require applicant to account 
for excess revenues rejected since accounting demanded seems futile and 
has no rational basis. 511 

Mere showing that pipeline would receive excess revenues on an incre- 
mental basis is insufficient to justify suggested certificate accounting 
condition; no showing has been made that pipeline’s revenues are excessive 
on a system-wide basis. Jd 

Acceptance of Rate Schedule for filing, where such schedule is incon- 
sistent with condition of certificate, does not amend the certificate. Skelly 


5. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

Proper load balance is important consideration in a natural gas market 
of advantage to both consumer and industrials because it provides a 
reasonably priced gas supply not otherwise available. Natural Gas Pipeline 
Co. of America 

Oklahoma-Illinois’ proposal would deprive area of load balance benefits 
provided by present interruptible market. Jd 

While Commission policy encourages extension of natural gas service 
benefits to small less-favored communities, extensions cannot be approved 
when to do so would result in affirmative injury to existing gas consumers. —— 

781, 7 

Resale and domestic customers are primary intended beneficiaries of 
Commission regulation under the Gas Act—it is highly questionable 
whether their injury should be regarded as offset by possible benefits to 
industrial customers and other interests of less central concern. Id 

Oklahoma-Illinois project is not in the public interest being based on a 
diversion of Mississippi’s industrial customers and constituting unjustifiable 
duplication of existing facilities which can be expanded at much less 
expense. Id 

The issue of public need for gas should be confined to pipeline certificate 
proceedings, not producer applications. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, 
Jr., Operator 

State Commission’s evidence as to lack of public need for gas is not 
persuasive. Sinclair Oil & Gas Co 





1670 INDEX-DIGEST 


CERTIFICATES—Continued 


5. CONVENIENCE AND Necessiry—Continued 

Commission reaffirms Hawkins holding that “the issue of public need 
properly belongs in pipeline certificate cases, not producer applications.” 
Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator) 

6. DuRaTION. 

Section 7(b) of the Gas Act provides only procedure available to pro- 
ducer [or any assignee] for consent to cease service; such procedure requires 
affirmative showing that abandonment is warranted. Cumberland Natural 
Gas Co., Inc 

7. FacILirigs. 

a. Lateral Line Policy. 

A consistent and predictable source of conduct of supplier affecting its 
financial relationship with the consumer is a “practice’’ subject to Com- 
mission’s tariff filing requirements. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co___-_- 

Since Michigan Wisconsin’s 10-cent formula affects gas rates and has 
been consistently applied to relatively short laterals, it must be included 
in its tariff. Id 

Since instant decision has industry-wide application, Commission will 
initiate a rulemaking proceeding to determine whether all natural gas 
companies should be required to include statement of lateral line policies 
in their tariff. Id 

Pipeline’s customers and the public are entitled to a statement of its 
lateral line extension policies. Jd 

b. Unauthorized Construction. 

Transwestern has violated the Natural Gas Act by engaging in un- 
authorized construction and operation of certain facilities involved here, 
but facts adduced fail to show that imposition of sanctions is warranted. 
Transwestern Pipeline Co 

8. Factors. 

a. Competition. 
See CERTIFICATES, 3. Compretine INTERESTs. 
b. Gas Supply. 

Record fails to support finding that available supply of natural gas 
underlying originally dedicated acreage is so depleted that continuance 
of service in interstate commerce is unwarranted. Cumberland Natural 
Gas Co., Inc 

Since Commission is not confined to a determination of how Cities 
Service’s requirements for the additional 200,000 Mef daily during 1966 
should be met [Company having immediate need for only 100,000 Mef 
daily] it need not grant by default the only presently available applica- 
tion for this amount of gas. Transwestern Pipeline Co__---------------- 

Risks to public in rejecting Colorado Interstate’s proposal prior to 
final determination of where Cities Service will secure additional gas 
needed during 1966 are outweighed by risks that public will pay more than 
necessary for a long period of time if latter is forced to rely on Colorado 
Interstate for its gas supply. Id 

Any determination regarding best suited project must begin with analysis 
of present and future natural gas needs of St. Louis area. Natural Gas 
Pipeline Co. of America 

Proper load balance is important consideration in a natural gas market 
of advantage to both consumer and industrials because it provides a 
reasonably priced gas supply not otherwise available. Jd 

ce. Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions. 

The just and reasonable area rate determined by Opinion No. 468 is the 
initial price required by the public convenience and necessity in granting 
win certificates in the Permian Basin. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian 

asin 

Where applications for certificates in the Permian Basin involved flowing 
gas as defined in Opinion No. 468, public interest price was 14.5 cents per 
Mef at 14.65 psia adjusted to reflect any quality deficiencies in the gas. Id_- 

Proper method of constructing pipeline’s rates and question of whether 
a particular rate should be related to a single or entire system cannot 
be adequately explored within limited compass of certificate proceedings. 
Northern Natural Gas Co 

d. In-Line Concept. 

Producers’ sales to Jupiter as of November 5, 1958 [non-jurisdictional 
prior thereto], should be considered initial sales and usual in-line pricing 
concepts should be applied. Phillips Petroleum Co 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


8. Facrors—Continued 
d. In-Line Concept—Continued Page 
Commission rejects argument that Rollover Field sales be treated as 
made directly to pipeline, ignoring intervening sales to Jupiter and sub- 
séquently by it to: pipelitte:: §@sui. secteul Jobsod ute heed eeu bd Ue 488 
In Union Tezas in-line price prior to 1963 was fixed at 18.5 cents per 
Mef for offshore gas and 20 cents per Mef for onshore gas—those prices 
should be applied to instant sales by Phillips and Kerr-MeGee from 
Rollover and Hog Bayou Fields. Id... 2.65 4305. 200i culls cn oe. 489 
Sales to gatherer should be eliminated in determination of in-line price; 
these sales are not comparable since gatherer purchases at a lower price 
in order to resell at price acceptable to pipeline. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. 
Bathine; S71. CRON 5.5 cine cri cre ws AUS, PO SU 900, 901 
In past Commission has emphasized contract prices, but now that some 
of these sales have been certificated with reduced prices, original prices 
are no longer outstanding and should not be given primary consideration— 
however contract prices whether reduced by conditions or not, do show 
economic trends in area and are entitled to some weight. Jd_________- 901, 902 
In prior proceedings Commission has given some consideration to prices 
under temporary certificates, while finding them less persuasive than 
permanently certificated prices—were determination based wholly on 
permanent certificates, result would be a freeze of price line and proceeding 
would accompli: wething: dan. os oss LULU 2 ee LN 902 
16 cents per Mef at 14.65 psia is appropriate in-line price for instant 
sales in Texas Railroad District No. 3 in pre-Policy Statement period and 
17.0 cents for period following September 28, 1960. Jd__..__________-- 902, 903 
Estimated first-month billings, rather than actual 1962 volumes sold 
approved as appropriate method for determining relative importance of 
ene ecbe in: end obtogery: Re. sor ea 2 903 
Suspect price doctrine under Commission and Court decisions has been 
used to prevent price line being raised on basis of prices still subject to 
litigation—to strike three 16-cent prices representing the line and several 
steps below the highest would represent a misuse of suspect price doctrine. 
we, 2b ee a ob. Cee 903 
Absent evidence of intrastate or other non-jurisdictional sales com- 
parable to that relating to interstate sales, Commission is not able to weigh 
its determination with interstate prices here. Id___- Tubil Del. ck Pas 904 
Where certificates had refund conditions and prices above in-line price 
determined here, Commission provides for refunds but requires producers 
to hold amounts pending determination of entitlement thereto. Jd___--_- 
Commission fixes 16 cents in-line price for Texas Railroad Commission 
District No. 2 for period after September 28, 1960. Sinclair Oil & Gas 
Ce... dausulri douieeul lett pie ndings Sednil dou 2d cells 939; 949 
Beginning point in any in-line price decision is Cateo which requires 
Commission to scrutinize level of initial prices for new sales to assure they 
do not establish higher pricing levels. Jd__.____...__.._.--____-------.- 933 
Generally, line to which initial producer prices must be related is level 
at which substantial volumes of gas, not under judicial review or other- 
wise suspect, move in interstate commerce during period under consider- 
ation. $826 20052002. Ui Joes gb emes ats. deck ote se eee 933, 934 
Where substantial volumes of gas moving in interstate commerce have 
been permanently certificated, Commission has relied principally upon 
initial prices of gas under such certificates in determining in-line price. 
Where volumes of gas moving under permanent certificates were rela- 
tively insubstantial or failed to adequately reflect current conditions, 
Commission has given consideration to initial prices of substantial volumes 
sold under temporary certificates. Jd_..........-.-.-.---.-----.------ 934 
Consistently Commission has excluded financial and cost evidence in 
certificate cases; otherwise they would be converted into individual com- 
pany rate cases, found inappropriate in certificate proceedings and im- 
practicable as means for fixing rates. Jd_._._.....-.-..._.-----..-.-- 934; 947 
Permanently certificated sales at less than 14 cents per Mef included 
here in determination of post-policy in-line price since their exclusion had 
effect of unduly narrowing statistical price base for District No. 2. Id___-_- 936 
Prices received by producers selling to gatherer are not comparable to 
other producer prices and their exclusion is in order. Jd___..._.__------- 936 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


8. Facrorns—Continued 
d. In-Line Concept—Continued Page 
Evidentiary weight given here to 33 temporarily certificated sales is 
fully warranted—to limit consideration to those permanently certificated 


would permit price freeze and render hearing meaningless. /d__..__---- 936 
Since Lone Star functioned here more as pipeline than gatherer, sales to 

it should be included in calculation of in-line price. Jd_........----- -- 936, 937 
Contract prices, whether reduced by conditions or not, do show area 

trends and are entitled to some weight. Jd_____._.....--___-_.-------- 937 
For period prior to September 28, 1960, 15 cents per Mef is correct 

in-line. mxtee for Distwiet Nes B.:fdocnoics esse ese uesiueiceswes 937 ; 953 
Commission has consistently used estimated first month’s delivery 

volumes in its in-line price decisions. Jd__..........---__---_--- 938, 953-954 
Commission has not given intrastate sales any weight in previous in-line 

proceedings and sees no basis here for so doing. Jd_____._____________--- 938 


Exceptions to in-line price require a compelling justification; Sinclair 

is not entitled to an exception merely because it is not receiving same price 

as another producer for gas from same well. Jd__._._.._________------- 939 
In-line price for Railroad District No. 4 sales found to be 15 cents per 

Mcef for pre-Policy Statement contracts and 16 cents for those executed after 

September 28, 1960. Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator)_.......---- 1005 
In past and present proceedings District No. 4 has been shown to be 

a gas producing area of substantial similarity throughout its constituent 

counties sufficiently identifiable as to constitute a unit for regulatory 

purposes under the Natural Gas Act. Jd__.._......._......--.------ 1005 
Area boundaries as now defined are not fixed and immutable; Policy 

Statement itself indicates that these may be altered from time to time 

to eliminate inequities. Id bas 1 eo 
Pending accumulation of additional information being developed in 

area rate proceedings, carving out of separate fields or counties, or groups 

thereof, for special treatment should be limited to situations of a distinctly 

compelling nature—evidence here is unconvincing that District No. 4 

cannot continue to be used as a unified pricing area. Jd__.__._____------ 1005 
Since Policy Statement played a part in effecting change in area in-line 

price, it is appropriate to use issuance date thereof in looking to com- 

perability of eres eonteadtan Fenn. eel snk ecg ads 1005-1006 
Evidence is too fragmentary to support inference urged by producers 

that increased intrastate deliveries have been due to low interstate prices. 

IG... 2casuboss secieenc cede eae achtorut kee etek 1006, 1023 
Commission finds that the flexible take provision is not unusual in the 

area and disallows premium allowance therefor. Jd______.......-------- 1006 
Judgment as to uniqueness of an exceptional benefit allegedly deserving 

separate allowance is not linked to specific pricing period in which contract 

was made—this prerequisite requires only a determination of whether 

feature is in fact unusual for the area. Jd___.._._._...-.-------------- 1007 
For purposes of issuing certificate, Commission accepts date that ‘‘meet- 

ing of minds’’ occurred as execution date of contract, in lieu of contract’s 

earlier clfsobive datenEdiionts ic ecu cen ea Senudewelaicewwsd 1007, 1039 
Citing Sinclair, Commission rejects producers’ argument of entitlement 

to higher price on ground that from same fields, and in some cases, same 

wells, sales have been permanently certificated at higher amounts. Jd_.__._ 1007 
Upon granting certificates providing initial prices lower than those 

proposed, Commission requires all producers here (including those who 

have filed superseding increased rates effective under suspension) to file 

supplemental rate schedules reflecting proper initial prices; holding: (a) 

that where no superseding rates have become effective, producers can 

commence charging initial rates prescribed here from date of filing thereof; 

(b) where superseding rates have become effective, producers can con- 

tinue to charge such rate; and (c) where no superseding rates had been 

filed, refund date for such producers extends from date service commenced 

until date initial rates here prescribed are filed. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. 

Pie Sr OOO ac ik nin tk ewe eee Web eesstis acoddes 1330 
[See also p. 1368] 
Where a producer’s basic contract was executed before the Policy 

Statement but successive contract amendments were executed in 1961, 

1962 and 1963, adding acreage to initial commitment, each such contract 

amendment constitutes a separate gas sale for the purpose of applying 

the in-line price differential date of Eeotunher 28, 1960. Turnbull & Zoch 

DONE GR: TOMI gi ciiiciinntticitinandacdesacieneadeneaenewesewe 1368 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


8. Facrors—Continued 
e. Market. 

Commission’s responsibility is to insure that project ultimately cer- 
tificated is that which is best suited to present and future needs of St. 
Louis market area. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

f. Miscellaneous. 

Commission rejects contention that pipeline-distributor does not qualify 
as a person “engaged or legally authorized to engage in local distribution 
of natural or artificial gas’ within meaning of Section 7(a) of the Gas 
Act. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 

g. Monopoly. 

Fact that Mississippi has monopoly over pipeline service into St. Louis 
area is not decisive in evaluation of its project. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. 
of America 

A monopoly will serve to eliminate duplication of facilities and may 
thus reduce costs to rate payer. Id 

Impact of monopoly on competitive situation cannot be ignored in 
passing on certificate applications, Jd. ..........---.---------- si tee 

9, GENERAL. 

Natural Gas Act gives Commission no authority to place limits on 
deliveries of gas dedicated to interstate commerce to protect correlative 
rights of intrastate sellers on adjacent acreage, at least in absence of any 
evidence indicating such limitation would benefit interstate operations. 
Cumberland Natural Gas Co., Ine é 

It would be violative of purpose of Section 7(b) of Gas Act to permit 
producer-applicant to accomplish by non-action under Section 7(¢) that 
which it could not establish under Section 7(b). Id 

There is no evidence that Great Plains’ project was organized and 
conceived solely or primarily for purpose of providing profits for pro- 
moters in excess of actual cost incurred in performing necessary engineer- 
ing services incident to organization and construction of proposed distri- 
bution system. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 

Commission rejects argument that Rollover Field sales be treated as 
made directly to pipeline, ignoring intervening sales to Jupiter and sub- 
sequently by it to pipeline. Phillips Petroleum Co 

In determining the status in 1965 of transportation arrangement which 
ceased in 1958, circumstances of sale placed in proper historical context 
dictate solution without need for determining application of Lo-Vaca. Id_- 

Even were sale to Niagara jurisdictional under Lo-Vaca, Commission 
would not require that everything done pursuant to contrary official 
advice be undone—sales having terminated in 1958, prospective compliance 
with Lo-Vaca would be meaningless. Id 

Issuance of certificate to Natural Gas Pipeline is without prejudice to 
determination in any future rate case of what part, if any, of facilities 
authorized here shall be included in rate base; suggestion that no part be 
included unless producer certificates are issued is rejected. Northern 
Natural Gas Co 

Grant of certificate under Section 7 should not be considered decisive 
of possible future proceedings under Section 5. Id 

Exclusion of cost or economic evidence in Section 7 certificate pro- 
ceeding was correct. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator 

10. SAFETY. 

Pipeline-distributor made adequate affirmative showing as to safety and 
soundness of engineering specifications and design with respect to its use 
of PVC plastic pipe. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 

11. SroraGeE FAci.irtigs. 

Determination of jurisdictional issue depends on whether proposed 
operations under storage agreement involves sale of gas for resale in 
interstate commerce. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

Relying on particular facts of this case, Commission concludes that 
joint use of Sayre storage field does not constitute sale or transportation 
of gas within meaning of the Gas Act. Id 

Arrangement whereby Natural Gas Pipe pays Storage Company for use 
of cushion gas as part of its interstate activities and Storage Company 


retains title to equivalent amount of gas at end of lease, must be construed 
as a sale of gas under the Act. Id 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


11. SroraGe Faciuir1es—Continued 

Commission concludes that Sayre field proposal does not involve trans- 
portation or sale of natural gas in interstate commerce by Oklahoma 
Natural or Storage Company provided Storage Company does not maintain 
gas there and be compensated therefor, in a volume exceeding its propor- 
en Ne eS la cc een nenna antes mentees 

12. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATES. 

Temporary certificate denied to pipeline where gas was not immedi- 
ately necessary to meet needs of pipeline’s customers and temporary 
certificate might be prejudicial to other interests in competitive proceed- 
Sn I CII I a sien are doik nega agonal al ip Qe ae 

That pipeline’s contracts with producers are subject to cancellation 
does not justify issuance of a temporary certificate for pipeline’s facilities 
where gas is not needed to meet immediate needs of its customers. Jd__-- 

Jupiter’s temporary authorization amended to provide that as of date 
suppliers’ 18.5 cents permanent certificate rates become effective, Jupiter’s 
price for sale to pipeline shall be 20.9 cents. Phillips Petroleum Co._------ 

Temporary authorization to serve customers pending determination of 
competitive proceeding will not be permitted to affect final outcome of 
competitive proceeding. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp_---------- 

In prior proceedings Commission has given some consideration to 
prices under temporary certificates, while finding them less persuasive than 
permanently certificated prices—were determination based wholly on 
permanent certificates, result would be a freeze of price line and proceeding 
would accomplish nothing. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator. 

Commission provides for refunds with respect to those temporary au- 
thorizations having refund conditions but requires producers to hold 
amounts pending determination of entitlement thereto. Turnbull & 
Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator) 


CONTRACTS. 


Case for effective competition among producers in establishing just and 
reasonable rates has not been made on this record—thus contract price is 
beginning, not end, in establishing proper criteria for determination of 
just and reasonable rates. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) -------- 

Reserves to production ratio cannot be accepted as regulatory standard 
in setting any limitations on producer contract prices. Id 

Existing favored-nation and spiral escalation clauses should not be 
denied effect insofar as they permit filings up to applicable area prices. 


Midwestern’s exercise of its rights under certificate conditioned to the 
prior execution of amendment to its contract with Trans-Canada and 
filing thereof with Commission. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co - - - - - --- 

Under its contracts with producers and pipeline, Jupiter would be en- 
titled to no more than 2.4 cents above price producers may lawfully collect 
from it. "Page Fearn Cee et es ee ee TG : 

Since Colorado Interstate’s application, after comparative evaluation, 
should be denied, it is unnecessary to determine legal effect of its lack of 
contract for sale of gas to Cities Service. Transwestern Pipeline Co------ 

It is proper, for comparative purposes, to use the minimum Btu content 
inpluded tii pipeline Giniwrents. Ta 2 = ss Be te ere shes 

In past Commission has emphasized contract prices, but now that some 
of these sales have been certificated with reduced prices, original prices are 
no longer outstanding and should not be given primary consideration— 
however contract prices whether reduced by conditions or not, do show 
economic trends in area and are entitled to some weight. H. L. Hawkins 
Ge. ty eens StS One... = = ee Ee Bee: 

Reductions in contract demands can be made only with Commission 
approval on appropriate filings. Northern Natural Gas Co____-__-------- 

Commission refuses to hold proceedings in abeyance pending state 
court determination of questions of contract interpretation involved in 
Commission proceeding, where party seeking relief had allowed an un- 
reasonable amount of time to lapse before seeking state court action. T. L. 
Jaman BCC lTMBLS MO! Sees ee ial Mt phd tlie see Juels 

Contractual label put upon transaction by parties is not controlling if it 
attempts to avoid statute while engaging in activities intended to be regu- 
lated. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America_..._.......-.-.------------ 


Unlike Lo-Vaca proposed transaction presents no dangers to federal 
regulatory scheme. Id 
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CONTRACTS—Continued 


Where a producer’s basic contract was executed before the Policy State- 
ment but successive contract amendments were executed in 1961, 1962 and 
1963 adding acreage to the initial commitment, each such contract amend- 
ment constitutes a separate gas sale for the purpose of applying the in-line 
price differential date of September 28, 1960. Turnbull & Zoch Drilling 
Co. (Operator) 


COST. 


ALLOCATION—MULTIPLE-PURPOSE PROJECTS. 

In allocating the costs of a multiple-purpose project each purpose 
should bear at least its separable cost (the incremental cost of including 
the purpose in the project) and no purpose should be charged with costs in 
excess of benefits. Within these limits each purpose should share equitably 
in the savings resulting from multiple-purpose development. Ice Harbor 
Project 

The separable costs-remaining benefits method fulfills the objectives of 
cost allocation of a multiple-purpose project. Id 
COST-OF-SERVICE. 

1. EXPLORATION AND DEVELOPMENT. 

See RATES-AREA BASIS, 2. Basic STanDARD FoR New Gas-WELL 
GAs. 

2. INDIVIDUAL PRODUCER. 

Just and reasonable rates for natural gas need not be determined upon 
basis of cost of service of individual producer. Area Rate Proceeding (Per- 
mian Basin) 

Cases do not support contention that just and reasonable rate fixed on 
basis of overall costs and profits of area producers would be constitutionally 
confiscatory as to any respondent able to support a higher price on individ- 
ual cost-of-service basis. Jd 


DUE PROCESS. 


It is not arbitrary, unreasonable or a deprivation of due process to re- 
frain from making findings as to what conditions may be in the future, at 
least where no present burden is imposed. Rumford Falls Power Co 


EXPORTATION AND IMPORTATION. 


No amendment to Presidential Permit is necessary since Midwestern 
does not propose any new construction or change of facilities at Inter- 
national Boundary. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 


INTERCONNECTION. 


A municipality whether with generating facilities or without may 
secure interconnection with investor-owned utilities to provide service 
to the municipal power distributor consistent with Section 202(b) of 
the Federal Power Act. Crisp County Power Commission 

Municipalities are ‘“persons’’ for purposes of complaint and invocation 
of the consumer protective provisions of Part II of the Federal Power Act, 
and there is no distinction between municipalities with generating facilities 
and those without generating facilities in this regard. Id 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. 


The initiation of a review proceeding does not ipso facto operate as a 
stay of the Commission order being reviewed. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. 
of America 

Commission orders being presumptively valid until set aside on review, 
possibility of reversal of order on appeal is not grounds for recess of another 
proceeding wherein principles laid down in the order under review may be 
controlling. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 

Courts give weight to an established course of administrative inter- 
pretation. Arkansas Power & Light Co 

Suspect price doctrine under Commission and Court decisions has been 
used to prevent price line being raised on basis of prices still subject 
to litigation—to strike three 16-cent prices representing the line and 
several steps below the highest would represent a misuse of suspect price 
doctrine. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator 


29, 30 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW—Continued 


Commission refuses to hold proceedings in abeyance pending state 
court determination of questions of contract interpretation involved in 
Commission proceeding, where party seeking relief had allowed an un- 
reasonable amount of time to elapse before seeking state court action. 
Fah PEE COI hike Shadi a Siang itn ade hat din tea eet 

Commission conditionally accepts for filing and suspends for five months 
rate increase in excess of moratorium price set in Opinion No. 468— 
because of Court of Appeals order staying effectiveness of that order—but 
notes that if stay is dissolved or order upheld on review, Commission 
will reject increase ab initio. Pan American Petroleum Corp._-.---------- 

Commission jurisdiction can neither be analogized to an independent 
rate investigation nor to appellate function of United States Courts of 
Appeals over Commission decisions under Federal Power Act—it evolves 
from unique relationship between Department of the Interior and the 
Commission. United States Department of the Interior, Bonneville Power 
Administration 


JURISDICTION. 

1. ACCOUNTING. 

Commission has jurisdiction over Great Plains’ accounts under Section 8 
of the Gas Act and authority to regulate propriety and amount of engineer- 
ing fees to be included in plant accounts. Midwestern Gas Transmission 

2. Exectric ENrrGy, TRANSMISSION AND SALB IN INTERSTATE 
CoMMERCE. 

Here Commission is dealing not merely with single or multiple flow of 
energy but instead with an interstate energy pool. Arkansas Power & 
S0On COlictutieses cel blisccwop bose, beetibess denne celloucus 

Citing Indiana & Michigan, Commission holds Respondent’s sales of 
energy from interstate pool are sales in interstate commerce subject to 
its jurisdiction under Section 201 of the Federal Power Act. Jd_______- 

Discussing Respondent’s attempt to trace out-of-state energy, Com- 
mission observes that it has no burden to show by tracing techniques 
that interstate energy reaches each wholesale customer, where as here, 
interstate energy permeates entire system. Jd____________.__________-- 

There may be situations where a public utility which is part of an 
integrated power system can show that some of its wholesale sales are 
isolated from interstate network and, as such, not in interstate commerce— 
any such demonstration would have to rely primarily upon convincing 
engineering analysis of system operation rather than purely negative 
showing of absence of measurable interstate flows. Jd_._.______- 44355 

Use of tracing to disprove that a particular sale of company which is 
part of electrically integrated system is in interstate commerce is a wholly 


unrealistic methodology irrelevant to present day power system technology. 
Id 


Argument that subject facilities are used in local distribution and thus 
facilities and sales therefrom are beyond Commission jurisdiction is 
DEON Oe IN ONION Birla ih hie Bs sid ea Rohn ede a 

If company is, in fact, a public utility, all wholesale sales for resale in 
interstate commerce are subject to provisions of Sections 205 and 206 of 
the Federal Power Act regardless of facilities used. Jd___._.___-__------ 

Under Federal Power Act, Commission has exclusive jurisdiction over all 
sales at wholesale in interstate commerce except where expressly exempt— 
State assertion of jurisdiction has no bearing on question. Jd_____-_----- 

Fact that utility had sufficient generation in Arkansas during peak 
periods or during whole year to have more than supplied the 28 customers 
does not alter result, for Middle South control area is not operated that 
hig and record does not support such a segregation of supplies and markets. 

Ooo ceiwod suilestioies ec cases badeddeies des it Saintes. aie es 
Commission is not obliged to show by tracing methods that out-of-state 
energy reaches the physical points of sale where, as here, generation from 
each source in system contributes directly or indirectly, and to ever varying 
extent, to energy present in all parts of system which are not isolated from 
out-of-state sources. Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc._.........------- 

Since sales in question are from an electrically integrated interstate 
system and are pool sales, they are sales in interstate commerce subject to 
Commission jurisdiction. Id 
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JURISDICTION —Continued 
2. ELECTRIC ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN INTERSTATE Com- 


A sale is no less interstate in nature because interstate component is the 
result of conscious efforts of system’s own operators rather than those of 
affiliated company—nor is it material that Power Company has no 
scheduled or firm purchases of power from out-of-state sources. Jd 

3. EXEMPTION. 

a. Cooperatives. 

To exempt sales to cooperatives would deprive their members of the 
protection afforded by the Act to customers of municipalities—Commission 
has regulated such sales for years. Arkansas Power & Light Co 

Courts give weight to an established course of administrative interpreta- 


b. Local Distribution. 

Argument that subject facilities are used in local distribution and thus 
facilities and sales therefrom are beyond Commission jurisdiction is re- 
jected as not revelant. Arkansas Power & Light Co 

If company is, in fact, a public utility, all wholesale sales for resale in 
interstate commerce are subject to provisions of Sections 205 and 206 of 
the Federal Power Act regardless of facilities used. Jd 751; 760 

c. Production and Gathering. 

Producers’ sales to Jupiter as of November 5, 1958 [non-jurisdictional 
prior thereto], should be considered initial sales and usual in-line pricing 
concepts should be applied. Phillips Petroleum Co___._.-.-------------- 

4. NaturRAL Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SALE FOR RESALE IN INTERSTATE 
CoMMERCE. 

Producers’ sales to Jupiter as of November 5, 1958 [non-jurisdictional 
prior thereto], should be considered initial sales and usual in-line pricing 
concepts should be applied. Phillips Petroleum Co 

Commission rejects argument that Rollover Field sales be treated as 
made directly to pipeline, ignoring intervening sales to Jupiter and sub- 
sequently by it to pipeline. Jd 

tn determining the status in 1965 of transportation arrangement which 
ceased in 1958, circumstances of sale placed in proper historical context 
dictate solution without need for determining application of Lo-Vaca. Id_- 

Even were sales to Niagara jurisdictional under Lo-Vaca, Commission 
would not require that everything done pursuant to contrary official advice 
be undone—sales having terminated in 1958, prospective compliance with 
Lo-Vaca would be meaningless. Id 

If doubt exists whether contemplated activities are jurisdictional, pipe- 
lines should follow available procedures for determining whether authoriza- 
tion therefor should be obtained. Transwestern Pipeline Co_.__--_-__---- 

Determination of jurisdictional issue depends on whether proposed 
operations under storage agreement involves sale of gas for resale in inter- 
state commerce. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

Contractual label put upon transaction by parties is not controlling if it 
attempts to avoid statute while engaging in activities intended to be 
regulated. Id 

Unlike ZLo-Vaca proposed transaction presents no dangers to federal 
regulatory scheme. /d 

Relying on particular facts of this case, Commission concludes that joint 
use of Sayre storage field does not constitute sale or transportation of gas 
within meaning of the Gas Act. Id 

Arrangement whereby Natural Gas Pipe pays Storage Company for use 
of cushion gas as part of its interstate activities and Storage Company 
retains title to equivalent amount of gas at end of lease, must be construed 
as a sale of gas under the Act. Id 1263, 1264 

Exchanges of gas have always been construed as sales and resales of 
gas. Id__ 1264 

Commission concludes that Say) re field proposal does not involve trans- 
portation or sale of natural gas in interstate commerce by Oklahoma 
Natural or Storage Company provided Storage Company does not. main- 
tain gas there and be compensated therefor, in a volume exceeding its 
proportionate use of the field. Jd 

5. State Law. 

Under Federal Power Act, Commission has exclusive jurisdiction over 
all sales at wholesale in interstate commerce except where expressly 
exempt—State assertion of jurisdiction has no bearing on question. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co 
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LICENSE. 


1. AESTHETIC AND PuBLic INTEREST CONSIDERATIONS. 

Meeting expanding needs of consumers for electric energy does not 
necessarily require setting aside land already intensively developed with 
home sites where long range need for land is doubtful and present in- 
convenience to land owners would be serious. Consolidated Edison Co. 
of New York, Inc cht’ 

In circumstances here, it would not be in publie ‘interest to pe rmit 
widening of Pleasant Valley corridor. Jd_- 

Commission finds proposed route 3 most in accord with public interest 
and standard set in Section 10(a) of the Federal Power Act. Jd____- 

Further evidence on underground transmission was properly excluded 
since proceeding on remand, insofar as transmission issue is concerned, 
involves solely the determination of which route for overhead lines best 
accords with public interest. Jd______ 

2. ANNUAL CHARGE. 

Two federal reservoirs treated as one headwater improvement for pur- 
poses of determining benefit to licensee from the federal projects where 
the projects were both constructed, owned, and operated by the United 
States, were part of a comprehensive plan of river development, would 
be used primarily for flood control and power production, were geo- 
graphically contiguous, and required close working interrelationship for 
successful operation. The Empire District Electric Co___-- - 

Subsection 10(f) of the, Federal Power Act does not define the term 
“headwater improvement’’, therefore, Commission may give that phrase 
a meaning which is reasonable in view of the facts of the case before it. Id_ 

Since the grant of a license can only be justified on theory of resulting 
public benefit, benefits to the public from licensee’s upstream development 
cannot be utilized as an offset to statutory requirement that licensees pay 
for use of government dams. Alabama Power Co_____...._------------- 

Section 10(e) of Power Act does not require that aggregate annual charges 
for all licenses exactly equal Commission’s costs for administering Part I 
nor has Commission interpreted the section as so requiring. Niagara 
I an nl he Be clans nba Pam Cai aaniea a 

45 years of administrative interpretation indicates that there need be no 
precise correlation between annual charges and administrative costs. Id__- 

Purpose of imposing annual charges from effective date of backdated 
license is not simply to recover administrative costs but also to prevent 
discrimination against licensees who timely complied with licensing re- 
MUN Os his st ania ance nous annwestheanniedt wiambade’ 

Backdated licenses require payments of annual charges from effective 
date of license, for there administrative charges and all benefits and obli- 
gations become operative. Id 

There is no reason why backdating should not logically apply to creation 
of an amortization reserve pursuant to Section 10(d) as well as Section 
AR a ical oe cata haere ilk RE RUS a EBD pet Elec 

3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT. 

Proposed Weed Dam project, as conditioned, found best adapted to 
comprehensive plan for development of river as required by Section 10(a) 
of Federal Power Act. Village of Gresham, Wisconsin 

4. CONDITIONS. 

It is well established that authority to condition licenses is based on 
principle that applicant is not entitled as matter of right to construct, 
operate and maintain project works affecting navigable waters of the 
United States or interstate commerce. Rumford Falls Power Co 

Power to grant or deny privilege of project license includes power to 
impose such terms or conditions as may be required in public interest. [d__- 

When and if authority reserved by Article 31 is invoked, burden if any 
would only be imposed after notice and opportunity for hearing and 
necessary factual determinations made at that time. Jd__.__-....-_----- 

It is appropriate that Commission reserve authority to require joint use 
of project works or parts thereof for water supply purposes [as in other 
instances] to protect public interest. Jd...........-.-.-..--...-------- 

Proposed Weed Dam project, as conditioned, found best adapted to 
comprehensive plan for development of river as required by Section 10(a) 
of Federal Power Act. Village of Gresham, Wisconsin 


INDEX-DIGEST 
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LICENSE—Continued 


5. Economic FEAsIBILITY. Page 

All other factors being equal, Commission will continue to accord an 
applicant the right to finance and build if proper showing of market 
feasibility can be made. Village of Gresham, Wisconsin_____.___________- 36 

Assuming operation of the Village projects to obtain maximum benefits, 
project, while marginal, is economically feasible and net benefits will 
CEG CUO AE eens ia nwd omen ee eae aaa ene anette 49 

6. Errective Date. 

Since project was not constructed in violation of Section 23(b) of Federal 
Power Act and there was no finding of navigability after Section was 
approved, backdating license only to April 1, 1962 was entirely consistent 
with Androscoggin criteria. Niagara Mohawk Power Corp_______--- .. 1299, 1300 

Licenses issued for constructed projects are made retroactively effective 
to insure that licensees have same rights and obligations as they would 
have had if they had made timely applications for license. Jd__________- 1300 

Backdating retroactively imposes certain license obligations: licensee 
must pay annual charges for cost of administering Part I of Federal Power 
Act for past license period; net investment in project is calculated as of 
effective date of license; and amortization reserves from excess profits are 
SING: CHARDIN OT CE, IO nn cog sce nuensentenaseenece ees 1300 

Had Commission made licenses effective in 1962, as Niagara contends, 
it would be granting an advantage over those licensees who made timely 
I ho one nee ne enn cue a eee 1300 

mpropriety of extending benefits of Androscoggin to project constructed, 
in whole or in part, after enactment of Section 23(b) or to projects operated 
on waters found navigable after 1935 has been made clear; as to former 
category, Commission held licenses would be effective from date of con- 
struction; in latter category licenses would be effective from date of finding 
OF IIE oo 25 eee ee eas RE Oe ema an aan 1301 

Instant decision is predicated upon discretionary power explicitly dele- 
gated to Commission under the Act, particularly Sections 6, 10(g) and 
DON MiiiSnks cde dno daed sh dasecunes acnnceees ese Lee 1301 


Distinguishing Namekagon, Commission notes that in instant proposal 
recreational values themselves outweigh any potential damage to fish and 
any adverse impact upon aesthetic values involved in inundation of small 


SAE, FSC RE Oe CLONE, UF SURO i nc dinane onebanad nas acneet 36; 50 
In view of extensive trout stocking in the vicinity, loss of limited spawn- 
ing area will not inflict any substantial damage to fishing. Jd__..________ 37 


/hile record supports finding that fish resources will not be adversely 
affected provided adequate protective devices are installed, Commission 
requires licensee to undertake further studies. Consolidated Edison Co. of 
NOW TR) Matisse cicciadin nstinaich 0d Acad nara nieled aadeiteans te 1095 

8. GENERAL. 

It is not arbitrary, unreasonable or a deprivation of due process to 
refrain from making findings as to what conditions may be in the future, 
at least where no present burden is imposed. Rumford Falls Power Co____ 29, 30 

Interests of regulatory process are best served by a flexible posture with 
respect to specific applications and individual problems presented. Village 
Of Grendiiih, TV ROO icins nich Dicamating Winn nh bdseopenabeibntap hat ane epetinhaen 36 

The Commission is given no authority to approve agreements which 
might impair the rights of successors to the licensee. The Susquehanna 
PO COS a5 ocak nn Se anleiolnad hd dad dei kawsnied Ganda 519 

Since grant of a preliminary permit under Power Act does not authorize 
permittee to interfere with any vested water rights, holders of senior 
water rights in stream, alleging such grant would impair their rights, are 
denied intervention without prejudice to future petitions to intervene 
should permittee apply for license. The Colorado River Water Conserva- 
Cleland oh oe Ee eines week ee wae h ae ates 1211 

9. Pustic Purposss. 

Power to grant or deny privilege of project license includes power to 
impose such terms or conditions as may be required in public interest. 


Reundetd: Falls: Peter C6... 6.50 sinsis wais dastaniles etantennsiiig iaadsesal 28 
Issuance of license can be justified only on theory of a resulting benefit 
06 PUDlls. 14... niisicis tunavetupessunes id .wace aad. -basaes ieee 29 


It is appropriate that Commission reserve authority to require joint 
use of project works or parts thereof for water supply purposes [as in other 
instances} to protect public interest. Jd..........--.-----os-<seescesee 29 
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LICENSE—Continued 


9. Pustic Purroses—Continued Page 

Since the grant of a license can only be justified on theory of resulting 
public benefit, benefits to the public from licensee’s upstream development 
cannot be utilized as an offset to statutory requirement that licensees pay 


for use of government dams. Alabama Power Co___-..----------------- 972 
10. RECREATION. 
Distinguishing Namekagon, Commission notes that in instant proposal 
recreational values themselves outweigh any potential damage to fish and 
any adverse impact upon aesthetic values involved in inundation of small 
CAI; CEO AAROOROIR, TE ROIID Sn ors enn cieensccrentacannsedces ane < 36; 50 
11. TERMs. 
The terms and conditions of a license may not extend for a period 
beyond the expiration of license term. The Susquehanna Power Co______- 518 
The Commission is given no authority to approve agreements which 
might impair the rights of successors to the licensee. Jd_____..__--_---- 519 


12. TRANSMISSION LINES. 
Evidence shows that licensee can utilize existing Pleasant Valley corridor 
for both present and future transmission needs, including complete capa- 
bility of Cornwall plant. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc____-- 1090 
Meeting expanding needs of consumers for electric energy does not 
necessarily require setting aside land already intensively developed with 
home sites where long-range need for land is doubtful and present incon- 


venience to land owners would be serious. Jd_-...-___--.-.------------- 1092 
In circumstances here, it would not be in public interest to permit 
widening of Pleasant Valley corridor. Jd..-.----..-.------------------ 1092 


Further evidence on underground transmission was properly excluded 
since proceeding on remand, insofar as transmission issue is concerned, 
involves solely the determination of which route for overhead lines best 
DOOEGN Writlt TIMING MUNROE. 80s nie ono amen nicieden® 1093 
Commission finds proposed route 3 most in accord with public interest 
and standard set in Section 10(a) of the Federal Power Act. Id________- 1093 


NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


1. GENERAL. 

It is well established that authority to condition licenses is based on 
principle that applicant is not entitled as matter of right to construct, 
operate and maintain project works affecting navigable waters of the 
United States or interstate commerce. Rumford Falls Power Co__.-__--_- 

Better stream regulation is possible with coordinated operation of the 
two projects and probability is that Red River flow will actually be im- 
DEOVO. 1 GONE OA TOERO, 0 CORSON gone ue acs eabd aa eee aon 37 

2. NAVIGABILITY. 

Evidence showing logs were driven down Red River past proposed site, 
becoming large mass of logs processed into lumber products which is turn 
moved into streams of interstate commerce is sufficient to establish nav- 
igability within scope of Section 3(8) of Federal Power Act. Village of 
AAAS Oe SO coc ar a sis oa meee ag ele et Ae ele a en eae ae 50 

Red River has been used and is suitable for use for transportation of 
persons or property in interstate or foreign commerce and consequently 
is ‘‘navigable”’ within meaning of Section 23(b) of the Act. Id_________- 51 

Since project was not constructed in violation of Section 23(b) of Federal 
Power Act and there was no finding of navigability after Section was 
approved, backdating license only to April 1, 1962 was entirely consistent 
with Androscoggin criteria. Niagara Mohawk Power Corp_.__------------- 1299 

Impropriety of extending benefits of Androscoggin to projects con- 
structed, in whole or in part, after enactment of Section 23(b) or to projects 
operated on waters found navigable after 1935 has been made clear; as to 
former category, Commission held licenses would be effective from date 
of construction; in latter category licenses would be effective from date of 
Gndiee Gr navigabelty. 10<2522-=5.5252522<-s: Pee Ones <Seeaeaere nee 1301 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


1. ADMINISTRATIVE FEASIBILITY. 
Uniform area pricing system adopted since it is well adapted to economic 
facts of the industry and practical administrative problems of achieving 
.effective price control. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) _-.------ 178-179 
Administrative feasibility is a vital element in effectiveness of any 
method of regulation and should be given great weight in assessing validity 
of area approach. Id... secccsncunn ti oldu weal ieee ee 179 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


2. CoMMISSIONERS- DISQUALIFICATION. Page 
Attempted disqualification of two Commissioners on grounds of bias and 
prejudgment is rejected. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) _-_.----.-- 1069 


3. CONTINUANCE. 

Commission orders being presumptively valid until set aside on review, 
possibility of reversal of order on appeal is not grounds for recess of 
another proceeding wherein principles laid down in order being appealed 
may be controlling. Midwestern “das Tranemisesion Co... 2.22.5... 507 

A motion to stay hearing is not timely when it is made on ‘the opening 
oy of hearing and witnesses are present and ready for cross-examination. 


Commission refuses to hold proceedings in abeyance pending state court 
determination of questions of contract interpretation involved in Com- 
mission proceeding, where party seeking relief had allowed an unreasonable 
amount of time to elapse before seeking state court action. JT. L. James & 

Chis Iiiiticink cttinwusade us kbasvedamainmendak eben Gt tke ae 1217 

4. EvIDENCE. 

Exclusion of small producer responses was proper since data provided by 
major producers was fully representative of area costs. Area Rate Pro- 
ceeding (Petia: EG 62. os 2 i le. eae ee tia 214 

It was proper for Presiding Examiner to call his own witness since he 
has authority—as a court does—to make sure that all necessary evidence 
fs aGUGeGs FAG ad oe aed oan eh Aes 2 ee Ls 238 

Absent evidence of intrastate or other non-jurisdictional sales com- 
parable to that relating to interstate sales, Commission is not able to 
weigh its determination with intrastate prices here. H. L. Hawkins & 


Hi. 2: PRs PO OPER no oo on ccc cnnccamecnacendeenern ete 904 
Exclusion of cost or economic evidence in Section 7 certificate pro- 
cooding: Wasp WaNNeOe, Fas) bos ok eet a es Se eens 904 


Consistently Commission has excluded financial and cost evidence in 
certificate cases; otherwise they would be converted into individual 
company rate cases, found inappropriate in certificate proceedings and 
impracticable as means for fixing rates. Sinclair Oil & Gas Co_____-__- 934; 937 

Evidentiary weight given here to 33 temporarily certificated sales is 
fully warranted—to limit consideration to those permanently certificated 


would permit price freeze and render hearing meaningless. /d_____-_---- 936 
State Commission’s evidence as to lack of public need for gas is not 
PeneaeehGO) FE eos. SU CUO id Ses sh dee iit SLO sk 940 


No revision in Natural’s rate design will be made here for reason that 
evidence adduced does not support a change at this time. Midwestern 
Gas Trane C6 a siren SEE a oe, Sue ne ee 984 

Further evidence on underground transmission was properly excluded 
since proceeding on remand, insofar as transmission issue is concerned, 
involves solely the determination of which route for overhead lines best 
accords with public interest. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc. 1093 

It was entirely proper to exclude evidence on question of whether Power 
Company violated Power Act in acquiring municipal electric facilities. 

Public ServiceCo. of Indiana, Ine... . 2.2.22 c eee. Loh. caSasd 1518 

5. FINAuity oF ORDER. 

Commission orders being presumptively valid until set aside on review, 
possibility of reversal of order on appeal is not grounds for recess of 
another proceeding wherein principles laid down in order being appealed 
may be controlling. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co__._.-....--------- 507 

6. GENERAL. 

Interests of regulatory process are best served by a flexible posture with 
respect to specific applications and individual problems presented. Village 
of Gresham, Weetnenn iso ues ou cul sui see at lowlce bee edi ce 36 

Commission finds application for abandonment should be denied for 
want of prosecution by producer-applicant and lack of assignee’s satisfac- 
tory showing on merits—neither party has satisfied statutory requirements 
of Section 7(b). Cumberland Natural Gas Cay PR a edt a fowl. 137 

There must be some end to briefing process; similarly, oral argument is 
not a matter of right—it is a matter of Commission discretion and will be 
permitted when deemed helpful in decisional process. Michigan Wisconsin 
FEE BE Gi iid eS bndiledcncnclgckianuke sk werden 1190 


312-270—_69——109 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

7. HEARING. 

When and if authority reserved by Article 31 is invoked, burden if any 
would only be imposed after notice and opportunity for hearing and 
necessary factual determinations made at that time. Rumford Falls Power 

An order setting a date for hearing convenes a hearing under Section 
1.11(d) of the Rules; a party may not withdraw a pleading without Com- 
mission consent once hearing is convened. The Detroit Edison Co_._.__--- 

Once hearing is convened, party who has invoked the Commission’s 
processes should not be allowed to terminate them at will—particularly 
where he remains free to reapply at a more propitious time. Jd_________- 

A motion to stay hearing is not timely when made on the opening day 
of hearing and witnesses are present and re: idy for cross-examination. 
SiAOONETRNIGS TIONIMNEANON CO .ia. a as oc cw ct css i cecwewecsnlsewe 

Competing certificate applications must be given a comparative hez ring. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

8. INTERVENTION. 

It is not the substantive position advanced by a petitioner which should 
be the basis of granting or denying intervention, but rather whether the 
petitioner has an interest which may be adversely affected by a decision 
in the proceeding involved. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co_______- 

Since grant of Preliminary Permit under Power Act does not authorize 
permittee to interfere with any vested water rights, holders of senior water 
rights in stream alleging, such grant would impair their rights, are denied 
intervention without prejudice to future petitions to intervene should 
permittee apply for license. The Colorado River Water Conservation District_ 

9. ORAL ARGUMENT. 

There must be some end to briefing process; similarly, oral argument 
is not a matter of right—it is a matter of Commission discretion and will 
be permitted when deemed helpful in decisional process. Michigan Wis- 
consin Pipe Line Co... ..2-.....-- 

10. OrpER TO SHOw Cause. 

For producers receiving certificates after proceeding was instituted and 
who are not respondents here, separate proceedings will be instituted 
requiring them to show cause why area rates should not be applied to them. 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) 

11. REGULATIONS. 

Neither pendancy of court review nor continuance of negotiations 
toward settlement of issues are reasonable grounds for failure to request 
further extension of time within period preseribed by Section 1.13(d) of 
the Rules. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America_..._-..---------------- 

An order setting a date for hearing convenes a hearing under Section 
1.11(d) of the Rules; a party may not withdraw a pleading without Com- 
mission consent once hearing is convened. The Detroit Edison Co____-__--- 

Petition for a declaratory order under Section 1.7(c) of Rules must 
contain a full and complete statement of facts needed for a reasoned 
decision or petition will be denied. Central Maine Power Co______.__.--- 

A consistent and predictable course of conduct of supplier affecting its 
financial relationship with the consumer is a ‘‘practice’’ subject to Com- 
mission’s tariff filing requirements. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co__-_-- 

Ordinarily Commission would give no consideration to a defective 
application; it does so here for sole purpose of demonstrating that Cities 
Service’s gas requirements are better satisfied by means other than those 
of Colorado Interstate. Transwestern Pipeline OD as cm ra cc eee, cee 

Discussing denial of Arkansas Louisiana’s application [without prejudice 
to further presentation of evidence respecting gas supply], Commission 
observes that policy of enforcing applicable requirements vigorously will 
result in greater efficiency, expedition, fairness and protection to the 
DAMNED. “Petes Osa Bok ak SC edatetinn ubetuead pelsceaeas 

Finding that instant appeal comes within the stringent requirements of 
Section 1.28 of the Rules, Commission reverses Examiner’s ruling limiting 
scope of staff’s pre-trial examination of Company witness and corrects 
erroneous construction of order directing investigation. The Detroit Edison 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
12. REHEARING. Page 
There is no provision in the Natural Gas Act or Commission’s Rules for 

second application for rehearing directed to issues determined in original 

order. However, second application for rehearing is proper where directed 

to new issues raised in first application for rehearing and determined by 

Commission in order on rehearing. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America... 437, 438 
The Natural Gas Act does not require the Commission to finally dispose 

of applications for rehearing within 30 days; it merely provides that in the 

absence of action thereon within such period the applications may be 

deemed to have been denied. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) 


Ete toe 846 
13. Ru ines anp FINDINGs. 
Exclusion of small producer responses was proper since data provided 
by major producers was fully representative of area costs. Area Rate Pro- 
coating CP RRS THRO i ee bo calcein tateneinnedan 214 
It was proper for Presiding Examiner to call his own witness since he 
has authority—as a court does—to make sure that all necessary evidence is 
DAMIOOUY FOR ea a ol act iw sh tse pedi oe ee Sade ais ee oe 238 


It was not error to rule out two projects failing to meet what Examiner 
considered minimum requirement applicable to project; project failing 
to meet such requirements cannot be certificated and need not be given 
further comparative evaluation. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America__... 776 
The issue of public need for gas should be confined to pipeline certificate 
proceedings, not producer applications. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, 
FFs, CR ie eae ae ee ee one eee a te 900 


Specific ruling on each exception is not required if Commission conclu- 
sions and reasons therefor are clear. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co_.._. 1190 
Finding that instant appeal comes within the stringent requirements of 
Section 1.28 of the Rules, Commission reverses Examiner’s ruling limiting 
scope of staff’s pre-trial examination of Company witness and corrects 
erroneous construction of order directing investigation. The Detroit Edison 
ss ve’ oh ck ak clin cai teeeege nila meine eitan ich ox oid cach iain ae ee . 1420 
It was entirely proper to exclude evidence on question of whether Power 
Company violated Power Act in acquiring municipal electric facilities. 
PUTS TET OUee Cok Oe FI, Bit tein aiken en cise aensidececntehen wns 1518 
14, Stray. 
The initiation of a review proceeding does not ipso facto operate as a stay 
of the Commission order being reviewed. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America _ - _- 
Absent extenuating circumstances, Commission will not stay effect of 
its orders in the absence of assurances that petitioner is making a good 
faith effort to comply therewith and needs additional time to complete 
required task. Id 
Producers have made no showing of irreparable injury required to war- 
rant stay of ordered rate reductions and moratorium—even that showing 
would not normally be sufficient when outweighed by detriment to public. 
Area Rate Proceedana (Pavnvidts Bast) occi science 05 0s wtwiepidiransaasn 1076 
Commission conditionally accepts for filing and suspends for five months 
rate increase in excess of moratorium price set in Opinion No. 468, because 
of Court of Appeals’ order staying effectiveness of that order butnotesthat *¥ 
if stay is dissolved or order upheld on review, Commission will reject the 
increase ab initio. Pan American Petroleum Corp. -..-....-.------------- 1250 
15. WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 
Once hearing is convened, party who has invoked the Commission’s 
processes should not be allowed to terminate them at will, particularly 
= he remains free to reapply at a more propitious time. The Detroit 
Edison Co_-_- 


PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 


No construction is authorized under a preliminary permit; such permit 
gives permittee, during period of permit, right of priority of application 
for license over other non-Federal entities, while permittee undertakes 
necessary studies and examinations required by Section 9 of the Federal 
Power Act. Eastern Maine Electric Cooperative, Inc...........-.-------- 857 
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PRELIMINARY PERMIT—Continued 


Since grant of Preliminary Permit under the Power Act does not author- 
ize permittee to interfere with any vested water rights, holders of senior 
water rights in stream, alleging such grant would impair their rights, 
are denied intervention without prejudice to future petitions to intervene 
pote permittee apply for license. The Colorado River Water Conservation 

istrict 


RATE BASE. 

1. PLant. 

Great Plains’ certificate conditioned to require that no part of fee paid 
to HD&R [organizing firm] for engineering services which exceeded actual 
costs be included in plant accounts. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co___- 

Commission has jurisdiction over Great Plains’ accounts under Section 
8 of the Gas Act and authority to regulate propriety and amount of 
engineering fees to be included in plant accounts. Id 

Issuance of certificate to Natural Gas Pipeline is without prejudice to 
determination in any future rate case of what part, if any, of facilities 
authorized here shall be included in rate base; suggestion that no part 


be included unless producer certificates are issued is rejected. Northern 
Natural Gas Co 


2. TRANSACTIONS OF AFFILIATES. 

There is no evidence that Great Plains’ project was organized and 
conceived solely or primarily for purpose of providing profits for pro- 
moters in excess of actual cost incurred in performing necessary engineering 
services incident to organization and construction of proposed distribution 
system. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 


RATE OF RETURN. 


Courts have consistently held that the rate of return must be sufficient 
to attract new capital, be in line with that earned by comparable industries 
and be determined, not through automatic application of formulae, but 
through informed judgment taking into account all relevant facts. Area 
Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) 

Legal precedent and financial requirements dictate that if unusual risks 
are inherent in production, a greater return should be allowed on invest- 
ment therein in absence of record support for different conclusion. Jd___. 


RATE SCHEDULES. 


1. CONFIRMATION AND APPROVAL (FEDERAL PROJECTS). 

Standards to be applied by Commission in passing on Bonneville’s rate 
schedules are found in Bonneville Project Act and Flood Control Act of 
1944—these acts provide a dual standard of providing consumers with 
power benefits at lowest possible price consistent with good business 
practices as well as protecting interests of United States in amortizing its 
investment within reasonable period. United States Department of the 
Interior, Bonneville Power Administration 


Commission jurisdiction can neither be ee to an independent 


rate investigation nor to ———_ function of United States Courts of 
Appeals over Commission decisions under Federal Power Act—it evolves 
from unique relationship between Department of the Interior and the 
Commission. Id 

Commission’s role is to review proposal of Secretary of Interior and 
confirm or approve, if on basis of independent judgment, it comports with 
dual statutory standard. Jd 

It has long been established that 50 years is a reasonable period within 
which to repay government’s investment—there is no reason to depart 
from that period here. Id 

It was entirely proper for Bonneville to use 40 years as representing 
the average service life of the transmission facilities. Jd 

In view of risks, Bonneville’s management should be allowed reasonable 
margin of safety in meeting obligations; based on repayment study, risks 
that might add to obligations and possible increases in cost, relatively 
modest increase in rate level was not only reasonable but obligatory. Jd_- 

Commission concludes that rates presently established must under 
projected assumptions, be sufficient to insure that necessary contributions 
to amortization of Federal investment is made on schedule throughout the 
50 years following date of investment in last project on system. Jd 
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RATE SCHEDULES—Continued 
1. CONFIRMATION AND APPROVAL (FEDERAL PRoJEcTs)—Continued 
Secretary of the Interior exercised reasonable judgment in making pro- 

vision for repaying replacement costs by adopting annuity method and 

amount established for such costs is reasonable. Jd__..._.........------ 

Commission finds nothing militating against proposed increase with 
respect to impact of rate increase on the purchasers of power. Jd_______- 

onneville, having consulted its customers at length, arrived at a 
reasonable rate structure to meet problems of itself and customers and 
designed to encourage widest possible use of electric power. Jd 

2. FILIne. 

Following past practice, Commission prescribes moratorium on rate 
increase filings in excess of 19 cents per Mef for specified period. H. L. 
Hawkins & i. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator 

Commission prescribes moratorium, for specified period, on rate increase 
filings in excess of 18 cents per Mef. Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator) - 

Upon granting certificates providing initial prices lower than those 
proposed, Commission requires all producers here (including those who 
have filed superseding increased rates effective under suspension) to file 
supplemental rate schedules reflecting proper initial prices; holding (a) 
that where no superseding rates have become effective, producers can 
commence charging initial rates prescribed here from date of filing thereof; 
(b) where superseding rates have become effective, producer can continue 
to charge such rate; and (c) where no superseding rates had been filed, 
refund date for such producers extends from date service commenced until 
date initial rates here prescribed are filed. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins 
SF I a a ai sa sana ens. ica a hell lt a Sin a eae 

[See also p. 1368] 

Acceptance of a rate schedule for filing, where such schedule is incon- 
oa with condition in certificate, does not amend the certificate. Skelly 

T C@sxahi yess dh aes send ous. Meine sedi ak edie eS 

3. INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION. 

Since producer was a producer-respondent in Permian and the sale under 
its rate schedule is and was being made in that area, the Section 5(a) 
determinations made in the proceeding are applicable to instant sale. 
Sedceny Mobu. Ctl Co. £06. (GmetGle oie bc cnn nce cond tinue ddashees 

Since Michigan Wisconsin’s 10-cent formula affects gas rates and has 
been consistently applied to relatively short laterals, it must be included 
in its tariff. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co______._-.--------------- 

Under the filed rate doctrine pipeline’s tenders of lesser amounts than 
that due under producer’s filed rates were neither lawful nor effective— 
producer could not lawfully have accepted such tenders—under such 
circumstances, the tender of less than the filed rate does not excuse the 
payment of interest on any part of amount due. Trunkline Gas Co 

4. MoraToRiIuM ON Rate INcREASE FILINGs. 

Commission rejects rate increase filing proposed to become effective 
September 1, 1965 since that is the date the rate increase moratorium and 
just and reasonable rate determined in Permian will become effective, and 
proposed increase is in excess of area rate. Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. 
“oo sia cp Sn it nt Stas moc ssn ka ois a SER a 

he moratorium imposed on price increases in in-line price proceeding 
should not vary upward in subsequent proceedings in the same area, for 
otherwise producers would be subject to varying moratorium levels within 
the same periods, and the moratorium would afford little protection to 
the public. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator...._...-.---- 

See RATES-AREA BASIS, 3. CHANGES IN AREA RatTE. 

5. REJECTION. 

Commission rejects rate increase filing proposed to become effective 
September 1, 1965 since that is the date the rate increase moratorium and 
just and reasonable rates determined in Permian will become effective, and 
proposed increase is in excess of the area rate. Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. 
(OnvOING cos casted dclinew end sis os euwbks cd bate eet ates 

Upon rehearing, Commission rejects as inappropriate, Southwestern’s 
proposed substitute demand and energy charges for investor-owned 
customers; and modifies and reaffirms prior order. Southwestern Public 
Service Co 
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RATE SCHEDULES—Continued 

6. SUSPENSION. 

Where proposed rate increases were of transportation rates paid by two 
ultimate users and 82% of increase would be absorbed by producer from 
whom ultimate users purchased gas transported, refund obligation of 
pipeline is adequate protection and suspension period is therefore shortened 
to thirty days. Florida Gas Transmission Co__.___........-.--.-------- 

Commission conditionally accepts for filing and suspends for five months 
rate increase in excess of moratorium price set in Opinion No. 468, because 
of Court of Appeals’ order staying effectiveness of that order, but notes 
that if stay is dissolved or if order is upheld on review, Commission will 
reject the increase ab initio. Pan American Petroleum Corp___.-..--.---- 

Where Commission grants certificates with initial price condition, pro- 
ducer [including those whose initial rates have been superseded by later 
increased rate filings which are in effect under suspension} whose initial 
rates exceeded rates found proper, should file supplemental rate schedules 
in order to establish the appropriate filed initial rate for each producer; 
where no superseding rates have become effective producers will commence 
charging the initial rates prescribed here from the date of filing thereof; 
where superseding rates have been permitted to go into effect, the pro- 
ducers will continue to charge superseding rates. H. L. Hawkins & H. L. 
Hawkins, Jr., Operator 

[See also p. 1368] 
RATES, 

1. Area Ratés. 

See RATES-AREA BASIS. 

2. CONSTRUCTION OF JUST AND REASONABLE UNDER SECTION 4 OF 
NGA. 

Just and reasonable rates of natural gas need not be determined upon 
basis of cost of service of individual producer. Area Rate Proceeding (Per- 
ON DIN a inients mento ntcnaeiy cs dae RE Es oh SE ATES EG 

Just and reasonable producer rates may be made upon a group or geo- 
graphical area basis; neither the Constitution nor Gas Act imposes any 
special formula for determining just and reasonable rates—so long as a 
WORRIES SONG DOMINION FE ian nn ca nc Seuegeseeteuauet cus tees. 

Case for effective competition among producers in establishing just 
and reasonable rates has not been made on this record—thus contract 
price is beginning, not end, in establishing proper criteria for determination 
of just and reasonable rates. Id 


With respect to increased rates for sales in Permian Basin which were 
in effect subject to refund, under Section 4(e) of the Gas Act, but which 
were not consolidated in Permian hearing, effect of Section 5(a) determi- 
nation in the Area proceeding was to create locked-in refund periods ending 
August 31, 1965, since as of September 1, 1965, Commission had estab- 
lished prospective just and reasonable rates. Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. 
NNN Gir 58 25 3 6b 238i oid Ue et A engin cal J wal 

Commission concludes no finding can be made here that Midwestern’s 
existing rates are unjust, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory or prefer- 
ential. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co 

3. Cost or Service Merruop. 

See RATES-AREA BASIS, 2. Basic Standard for New Gas-Well Gas; 3. 
FLOWING Gas. 

4. Errective Rate. 

Under filed rate doctrine, pipeline’s tender of lesser amounts than that 
due under producer’s filed rate was neither lawful nor effective—producer 
could not lawfully have accepted such tender—under such circumstances, 
tender of less than filed rate does not excuse payment of interest on any 
part of amount due. Trunkline Gas Co 

5. GENERAL. 

Proper method of constructing pipeline’s rates and question of whether 
a particular rate should be related to a single line or entire system cannot 
be adequately explored within limited compass of certificate proceeding. 
Nottheres TAU GE OO... 2258s e 2 i Sk Bos aS a 

In no situation can a natural gas company avoid the effect of a valid 
Section 5(a) determination by the filing of a Section 4 rate increase subse- 
quent to the institution of the Commission’s 5(a) proceeding. Socony 
Mobil Oil Co., Inc. (Operator) 
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RATES—Continued 


5. GeneRAL—Continued Page 

Although Commission has no authority to order rate increases, it is 
empowered to determine appropriate differentials in rates and authorize 
pipeline to balance its revenues. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co-__------ 984 

Competitive conditions are taken into account in designing rates since 
rate design may seriously affect economic feasibility of pipeline; this is 
very different from shifting costs from one region to another in order to 
affect local economic conditions. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co____- 1190 

6. Rate Form. 

Commission is not bound by Allantic Seaboard as evidenced by its 
readiness to make substantial adjustments from straight Seaboard rates 
where warranted, particularly where such adjustments have been necessary 
to meet competitive circumstances. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co____ 981-982 

Until alternative methods of rate design are devised to overcome Sea- 
board infirmities, Commission will continue to look to that formula as at 
least a starting point while continuing to search for a better method. Jd___. 982 

While Coal Interests’ may have standing to participate in proceedings 
on rate design, mere fact that a particular rate may result in loss of a 


market to them does not in itself make rate invalid. Jd_________________- 983 
No revision in Natural’s rate design will be made here for reason that 
evidence adduced does not support a change at this time. Jd___________- 984 


Competitive conditions are taken into account in designing rates since 

rate design may seriously affect economic feasibility of pipeline; this is very 

different from shifting costs from one region to another in order to affect 

local economic conditions. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co___._..----- 1190 
Bonneville, having consulted its customers at length, arrived at a reason- 

able rate structure to meet problems of itself and customers and designed 

to encourage widest possible use of electric power. United States Department 

of the Interior, Bonneville Power Administration___.......------.------- 1470 
7. ZONING. 
Burden of proving that system-wide rates are discriminatory and unfair is 

upon party alleging same; here such showing has not been made. Michigan 

Wisconcin Pige Lido Oe ns os coei isin nbn Wake GA Dies 624-635 
Since all of pipeline’s customers benefit substantially from facilities of 

entire system, imposition of zone rates would be unjust and unreasonable. 


Distinguishing Northern Natural, Commission concludes that Michigan 
Wisconsin’s present system-wide rates are not unduly prejudicial or 
preferential and should be continued on its system as presently constituted. 

Cain éncenwecawttelils suet Vin sasees, Yivters2s Bde eel 624; 637; 639 

Rate differentials between customers of different pipelines is not a valid 
consideration in determining proper rates applicable to customers of a 
single pipeline. Jd 


St. odio ae. SOME Oo. 5205 ee See Jean pee see 625 
In a pipeline zoning case initial question to be decided is whether com- 
pany’s present rate structure is unduly discriminatory or preferential. Jd_- 634 
In determining whether a zoning should be ordered, a case turns on the 
partioular faqte: Involved Icio... cu sauce eee Sah eee ie 640 
RATES-AREA BASIS. 
1. AreEA CoNcEPT. 
Just and reasonable rates for natural gas need not be determined upon 
basis of cost of service of individual producer. Area Rate Proceeding (Per- 
SUNG MRI i ccc ers kb sn pc Nein agin ring acct cant i a anal Matas Tatoo aia 176 


Sections 4 and 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act provide authorization for 
regulation of producer rates on an area approach. Jd_______..__.------- 176 
Just and reasonable producer rates may be made upon a group or geo- 
graphical area basis; neither the Constitution nor Gas Act imposes any 
special formula for determining just and reasonable rates—so long as a 
CURATED: SOU TR SAI, 9. BU hil dos his sic riageisinienan see saieh ae eaten diamante 177-178 
Uniform area pricing system adopted since it is well adapted to econom- 
ic facts of the industry and practical administrative problems of achieving 
OUR RECG TICS: CRON FO ge ics sic xsi ac Senedd eee 178-179 
Administrative feasibility is a vital element in effectiveness of any meth- 
od of regulation and should be given great weight in assessing validity of 
area approach. Id 
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RATES-AREA BASIS—Continued 
1. AREA ConcEert—Continued 
Cases do not support contention that just and reasonable rate fixed on 

basis of overall costs and profits of area producers would be constitutionally 

confiscatory as to any respondent able to support a higher price on individ- 
unl cost: of cepvine Watie, 46. 2. wince cccsades nbc-secrisucsunnssus 

There is no constitutional infirmity in statutory authority to fix just 
and reasonable rates on an area basis; in group rate-making, individual 
Caste canna’ Wp GumVOets, fidiscnc ck seen ns ceigits bs cugesesnnsas<enc 

Procedure whereby area rate would become a floor rather than ceiling 
would destroy area rate concept as effective means of regulation. Jd_-_---- 

Area approach offers regulatory method best adapted to discharge of 
Commission’s responsibility for protecting gas consumers while providing 
greatest incentive to producers to continue exploration. Jd_....--.---- 

While history of negotiated prices in area is important consideration, 
to simply validate producers’ negotiated prices would amount to abdication 
by Commission of its regulatory responsibility. Jd_......_......------- 

Case for effective competition among producers in establishing just and 
reasonable rates has not been made on this record—thus contract price is 
beginning, not end, in establishing proper criteria for determination of 
Sust em peenemale tates: P@sec oak orn cctiseb aks cl desiadasscbeunes 

Reserves to production ratio cannot be accepted as regulatory standard 
in setting any limitations on producer contract prices. Jd___._.-------- 

Increase in directional drilling and 2-price system adopted here estab- 
lishing a higher price for gas-well gas will encourage search for new reserves 
at a minimum overall cost to consumers. Jd____.__...--.-------------- 

Commission fixes December 31, 1960 as division date between new 
gas-well gas and old gas-well gas. Id__......-.---...-------------- 

2. Basic STANDARD FOR New Gas-WELL Gas. 

Within the definition of gas-well gas as gas from dry reservoirs, gas 
condensate reservoirs and gas cap wells, classification of wells by appropri- 
ate State agency will be accepted for pricing purposes unless shown to be 
unreasonable. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin)_.....-.-------- 

A composite cost showing must be basic ingredient in determining area 
rate with Commission exercising its judgment in light of all evidence. Id_- 

Cost of gas-well gas is the yardstick for all prices fixed here. Jd__---- 
“ag * a new gas-well gas should be determined on basis of nation-wide 

WOR. PR set blh. sods enalesss scoeerOeis ok dodiage do RCA chccbease 

In determining ceiling for new gas-well gas, preferable approach is one 
geared to recent cost of finding and producing gas rather than historical 
costs—historical costs will not necessarily reflect current realities. Jd___- 

In determining area rates here, cost evidence was obtained from producer 
questionnaires, census data and other authoritative industry sources. Jd__- 

Commission finds national average cost of new gas-well gas is 16.43 
OWNS Faia gitivls wiclebinbitedus sesiuecidsiins wes cecieaweussues 

In determining 1960 dry hole costs, it was proper to use questionnaire 
data to establish trend in exploration and development costs from 1958 to 
1960 and to adjust 1958 census figures in accordance therewith. Jd_-__-_-_- 

Capitalization of dry hole costs and other costs associated with un- 
productive ventures may well be useful in succeeding cases, although not 
On si ae in os a cp ec gnnaceccdaaeeoeesabee 

ommission allows a lease acquisition cost of 0.76 cents per Mef of 

gas found. Id 
In determination of area price ceiling for new gas-well gas, it was proper 

to include cost of geological and geophysical expenses, lease and rentals 

and exploratory overhead in category other than dry holes. Jd_._____---__- 

Since exploratory and development losses are expensed in year incurred, 
allowance therefor should be recouped from that year’s production. Jd__- -- 

To bring in necessary revenues, total cost of finding necessary volumes of 
gas must be translated into an allowance per Mef of gas produced. Jd__--- 

Exploratory and development allowance provided here will permit 
industry to recoup from current production all costs presently being 
incurred in satisfactory level of exploratory effort. Jd_.........------ 

In costing new gas-well gas Commission finds production operating 
expense to be 2.70 cents per Mef. Jd 


No adjustment of net to marketed production should be included in cost 
computation because of venting or wasting, since this is negligible. Jd___- 


Peete wine kata eat ee ak Sen Cate ache ae tee ee 
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RATES-AREA BASIS—Continued 


2. Bastc STANDARD FoR New Gas-Wetit Gas—Continued 

In costing new gas-well gas, revenues received by producers from en- 
trained liquids should be credited to the cost thereof reflecting current and 
expected experience—here Commission finds such net liquid credits to be 
Si WARD SO Us Bid ct idcec wi eeaddakeeeenadeneeas an 

Regulatory expense of 0.14 cents per Mcf should be included in new 
gas-well gas costs since there is no disagreement and amount appears 
reagonahels #0... £00. .02Uiio8. che he SI BAR OL ONO Bat 

Production investment costs including successful well costs, lease 
acquisition costs and cost of other production facilities are capitalized 
to establish rate base upon which return must be allowed. Jd_______-__- 

In allowing producer to recover rate base by charges for depletion, 
depreciation and amortization over economic life of investment, Commis- 
sion converts depletion, depreciation and amortization to Mcf basis and 
adds element for return on production investment per Mef. Jd________-_- 


Commission finds successful well costs to be 2.88 cents per Mef of gas 
found. Id 


0.31 cents per Mef is a reasonable allowance for cost of lease equipment, 
related lease facilities and apportioned overhead investment. Jd______-__- 
No allowance for growth is included in production investment cost. Id_ 
Total production investment cost is determined to be 3.95 cents, with 
10 years as reasonable period for recovery of investment. Jd___-__------ 
Since some production investment costs must be made before gas 
begins to flow, a lag of one year in addition to the period of recoupment 
fe epprewed. O05. ocsise esd ee ee ee 
Courts have consistently held that the rate of return must be sufficient 
to attract new capital, be in line with that earned by comparable industries 
and be determined, not through automatic application of formulae, but 
through informed judgment taking into account all relevant facts. Id__ 
Legal precedent and financial requirements dictate that if unusual 
risks are inherent in production, a greater return should be allowed on 
oo therein in absence of record support for different conclusion. 
Under circumstances here the “true yield’ method for determining 
capital costs dames be weed fy. occ i sce cn snk a ee 


Earning experience of production industry used here to fix allowable 
The OF TAUPE: MMe csdecccccencndnts ABA aS Ae eee 
On facts of this first area rate proceeding Commission allows a 12 per- 
cent rate of return on net investment. Jd__..............--------.---- 
Rejecting “balance sheet formula”, Commission concludes that addi- 
tive factors in traditional utility formula—cyclical expenses, materials, 
supplies and prepayments—are justified components of working capital 
allowances for producing industry. Jd__................-.-.-.--------- 
Recognizing erratic nature of company lease acquisitions, ete., com- 
pensatory “lease play” return is allowed on reasonable amounts in excess 
of working capital allowance based on traditional utility formula. Jd_-- 
For instant purposes, Commission allows total return on working capital 
of 0.35 cents per Mef including 0.15 cent as lease play return. Jd____-_~- 
In computing cost of gas-well gas, Commission included royalties at 
12.5 percent, yielding 2.05 cents per Mcf. Id_...........-.-.-.-------- 
In determining production tax allowance of gas-well gas costs, reasonable 
local taxes are valid basis for difference in ceiling prices between areas— 
accordingly actual taxes incurred in Texas and New Mexico will be allowed. 


The prices here established are the total prices including all tax reim- 
bursements. Id 


No income tax allowance need be included in computing new gas-well 
One OONR FGais douse ae eee ae ch ogee ee ee 
In determining price for new gas-well gas in each area, Commission 
must consider relevant factors in area other than cost-finding technique 
used hemi Gis oo ek Sees ese Le eee Ae 
There is no justification for any adjustment in cost-determined ceiling 
prices by reason of historically lower prices in the Permian Basin or to 
reflect fact that much of area gas is of less than pipeline quality. Id_-_- 
Ceiling prices fixed here are for gas of pipeline quality based on pre- 
scribed standards which provide both upward and downward adjustments 
in ceiling price of new gas-well gas. Id 
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RATES-AREA BASIS—Continued 


2. Basic STANDARD FOR New Gas-Wetut Gas—Continued Page 
Having determined a 16.43 cents cost, Commission fixes 16.5 cents per 

Mef (including state tax) as ceiling price for Texas-produced new gas-well 

gas (including residue) and 15.5 cents for the three New Mexico counties. 

WE is Be re ee os en acunnnetumisessseuceoiunone.cagsd 207-208 
Commission modifies prior order to provide that New Mexico Oil and 

Gas Ad Valorem Production tax be considered one of the production taxes 

which may be added to the base price for gas produced in New Mexico. 

14. - 2 See Joes eee cheeses - hulbie lied. aes s Sa. Sa 1286 
3. Cuanges In ArgEA Rare. 
Commission applies moratorium on inereased rate filings above appli- 

cable area ceiling prices for a 244 year period. Area Rate Proceeding (Per- 


WSN TIMMO s o si ecs tate dca od afew dnse Gowenahenseeucacbee.eewe 228 
Commission orders under Section 5(a) of the Act do not automatically 
have effect of tolling availability of Section 4 filings. Jd-......._..--_--- 230 


Under Sections 5(a) and 16 of the Gas Act, Commission a impose 
reasonable moratorium on increased rate filings under Section 4, which 
are inconsistent with rates found to be just and reasonable. Jd_______-- 230 
Policy will be to certificate new sales of gas at initial prices no higher 
than applicable area rate and upon condition that no higher rate be filed 


before January 1, 1968, unless instant proceeding is reopened to consider 


whether a different area rate should be adopted. Jd_______.____--_----- 230 
4. FLtowinG Gas Rate. 
Sale of casinghead gas to an interstate pipeline under a Spraberry-type 
percentage contract is subject to Commission jurisdiction. Area Rate 
POCO LT ME TION is oss iw hire ao dk Seed 2s os Rk eRES Betis 2S 209 


Regulation should utilize industry practices developed to meet its 
problems to extent consistent with effective regulation. Jd____..___._-~- 209 
Volume and effect of casinghead sales in area (other than percentage or 
Spraberry contracts) has too small an impact on consumer prices to warrant 
a'separate WasiMBhens pline. Jde 2105s -2uocs5 oo autcesaces ul soscesst 209-210 
Ceiling price for new gas-well gas will be applicable to residue gas 
derived from new gas-well gas; ceiling price for all other gas will apply to 
residue gas derived from casinghead gas or old gas-well gas. Jd___.____-- 211 
No realistic cost of casinghead gas or residue gas derived therefrom can 
be established here. Casinghead gas, residue gas derived therefrom, and 
old gas-well gas should be similarly priced. Jd__..._.._.-.------------- 211 
It would be contrary to good conservation practice and good economics 
for price regulation to interfere with normal operation of market forces 
where these forces tend to provide greatest possible benefits to economy 


00 eo Wht Aliai Shans ws i week eee cous ccc iaiccuds 211 
Revenues from flowing gas should be based on composite historical 

costs, including fair allowance for exploration and development; price 

should also reflect producers’ need for revenues from present sales to 

support fatere mserdernes:, Inc ok auc cen dicdawweeencsebeamealicee 212 
Composite 1960 historical cost-of-service provides most solid basis in 

record for determining just and reasonable price of old gas-well gas and 

injgeed here ac a basis for such price. Id. 2.6 cc- 5 -cn nedsnn debe cescu ve 212 
Touchstone for flowing gas is the historical cost of gas produced in the 

I TR OA oo a oi ee cess ahs J0kd ee ate ek eubins. 2 213 
Exclusion of small producer responses was proper since data prov ided 

by major producers was fully representative of area costs. Jd__.------- 214 
Price for flowing gas is based upon two principal categories; production 

costs and exploration and development costs. Jd____._....---------- 214 


Commission used relative cost method to divide joint production cost 
between liquids and gas in computing production operating cost allowance 
fOr Bowing. 2he-Welk ONG icc cs ass sad od cess se samielaxee canvas 215 

A 12 percent rate of return is considered appropriate for flowing gas. Id 215-216 

Employing relative cost method Commission determines production 
cost for flowing gas to be 9.16 cents per Mef. Id 6 


Exploration and development allowance for flowing gas should be com- 


puted en nation-wide basis. Jd.._..............-.--.--.s.- ao 216 
In determining exploration and development costs for flowi ing gas, 

Commission uses modified Btu method adopted in Phillips to allocate such 

expenditures between gas and liquids. Jd______._._---_--------------- 216 
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RATES-AREA BASIS—Continued 


4. Frowine Gas Rate—Continued 
In allocating total exploration and development expenses, Commission 
concludes that economic factor of 3.5 should be applied to Btu’s of crude 
oil and condensate liquids production as compared to economic factor of 
1.0 for ew oes Gis Fe tak sie bi went salsa SHeneieed ba bFiane 
Economic weighting should be applied to national rather than to area 
production; of hydrocarbons: £64.65 6< sec) 4252 -nt cleaned ase sosnsmnnie 
Exploration and development costs for flowing gas-well gas determined 
to be 400 conta wer) MOE $@iiocass wad ds capt qurantces Hem Setcanbos 
Total cost of flowing gas found to be 14.39 cents peri DO, 36+céminsiin 
Commission fixes 14.5 cents per Mef including tax as ceiling price for 
flowing gas in Permian Basin of Texas and 13.5 cents for the three New 
Mexico counties (plus applicable production tax). Id 

5. Minimum Rares. 

Commission establishes a 9 cents per Mecf minimum price for Permian 
Basin; such rate may be filed without purchaser approval. Area Ral 
Proceeding (Permian Basin) 

6. MiscELLANEOUS IssvuEs. 

Existing favored-nation and spiral escalation clauses should not be 
denied effect insofar as they permit filings up to applicable area prices. 
Area Rots. Frocesdatg. (Ferment DAGR) odie nn cindnc eh Chas ncukwess 236 

Area rates established here shall apply prospectively for all jurisdictional 
sales being made under respondents’ rate schedules whether they were being 
made when proceeding was instituted or begun subsequent thereto. [d__ 

For producers receiving certificates after proceeding was instituted and 
who are not respondents here, separate proceedings will be instituted 
requiring them to show cause why area rates should not be applied to 
GERI Bi hiss, isnt gst, ears Bin ta ho a eed nt ce nie eee 

Attempted disqualification of two Commissioners on grounds of bias 
om. gmerudement 1 TOROUW. 16... 666 oo occ t ccc nccaacacusas 

Issue of whether new gas-well gas ceiling is needed for gas from com- 
ce ee” a | 2 a ee ae = 

Argument that overall revenues do not match costs is rejected. Id__ 1072 

Record does not support argument that residue gas derived from casing- 
head gas should be priced above 14.5 cents per Mef. Id___ 

Differing base rates in Texas and New Mexico explained. “Id_. ie 

Contract date, rather than date gas was committed to interstate com- 
merce, controls classification as new or flowing gas. Jd_____.______._-_- 

Proper rate to be charged by producer is his contract price or applicable 
ee ee eS eee ree ae eee 

Producers have made no showing of irreparable injury required to warrant 
stay of ordered rate reductions and moratorium—even that showing would 
not normally be sufficient when outweighed by detriment to public. Jd_- 

Producers’ contentions based on individual circumstances state no 
— for revision of area rate order. Id 

QvuaLity DIFFERENTIALS. 

eas ceiling prices for new gas-well gas and flowing gas must be adjusted 
for departures from pipeline quality standards. Area Rate Proceeding 
(Paani GG tsk isis oo bd tase x os web bciset, Secenleee) ore 3 

Commission discusses quality standards for sulphur Ww rater, carbon 
dioxide content and other impurities. Jd___......--....---.-----.- 

Under present circumstances there is no need to establish any ste ae 
Btu content for flowing gas in Permian Basin. Jd__ 

Commission provides for future proportional upward ‘Btu adjustment 
for new gas-well gas from a base of 1050 Btu per cubic ft. and downward 
adjustment from a base of 1000 Btus. Jd is 

Commission adopts 800 pounds pressure st indards for Permian Basin. 


Commission sets forth prine iples and procedures for governing downward 
price adjustments where gas deviates from pipeline quality standards. Id 

No pipeline may include in cost of service any amounts paid for gas 
= excess of applicable ceiling price as adjusted by prescribed standards. 


Pressure standard for pipeline qu: lity gas is changed from 800 psi to 
500 psi as more nearly reflecting pressure at which gas is delivered in 
area. Id 
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RATES-AREA BASIS—Continued 
7. Quatity DIFFERENTIALS—Continued Page 


Producer’s delivery pressure for purposes of quality adjustments shall 
be that at which producer-seller is ready and able to deliver gas into 


— facilities without further compression. Jd__...___.--_------ 1070 

tu quality adjustment standards prescribed in prior opinion for new 

gas-well gas, should ace equally to flowing gas. Jd__________-____--- 1070 
Btu adjustment will apply to area base rate before price adjustments 

COr SHON ee eee lt oa eal ee PS) ee es Sie ea ee 1070 
Where gas-well gas contract provides that purchaser pay for extracted 

liquids, Btu content should be measured after such extraction. Jd____-- 1070 
Commission spells out procedures with respect to carbon dioxide ad- 

Den ee ee UU BU Sie 2 sey Shee es Oe Ea Ae 1071 


Commission will approve agreements between producers and pipelines 
on quality price differentials which reflect good faith efforts to approximate 
processing costs and will accept, for pipeline rate purposes, adjustments 
ETI ENA ie SRP ICT ON, Fe eee ee acct enuneuesdaascuceues 1071 
8. REFUNDs. 
Commission discusses refund question and prescribes requirements 
therefor. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin)_.-..._.---.---------- 232-233 
Refund obligations resulting from rate increases filed after institution 
of this proceeding will be subject to show cause order to determine why 
rates fixed here should not be used in determining refund obligations. Jd. 237-238 
9. SMALL PRODUCER. 
It is neither necessary nor desirable to provide outright exemptions for 
small producers. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin)_..........------- 234 
10. Spectra, ExEemMprions. 
Commission discusses general guidelines for petitions seeking special 
relief from area price maximums, including questions of confiscation and 
abandonment of unprofitable sales. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian 
DT Se i Sie te es £8 Tb ene SO ee a ee 225-227 
Normally, it would not be in the public interest to certificate future gas 
sales (including gas flowing under temporary) above ceiling prices; pro- 
ducers will be afforded opportunity to show special circumstances warrant- 
RE OMIT URE nt a en ee ee ose tee 226 


REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 


Refund obligations resulting from rate increases filed after institution of 
this proceeding will be subject to show cause order to determine why rates 
fixed here should not be used in determining refund obligations. Area Rate 
Prveieeding (TOGO TABOO) oo oo inode ence eR We cS esas 237 
With respect to increased rates for sales in Permian which were in effect 
subject to refund, under Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act, but which 
were not consolidated in the Permian hearing the effect of the Section 5(a) 
determination in the area rate proceeding was to create locked-in refund 
periods ending August 31, 1965, since as of September 1, 1965 Commission 
had established the prospective just and reasonable rate. Socony Mobil 
ON Ce. Gi ern) os, Blase US ce code See ieee 596 
Where certificates had refund conditions and prices above in-line price 
determined here, Commission provides for refunds but requires producers 
to hold amounts pending determination of entitlement thereto. H. L. 
eee a St... COE 6 os Sow 0S a I KEES 905 
Commission provides for refunds with respect to those temporary au- 
thorizations having refund conditions but requires producers to hold 
amounts pending determination of entitlement thereto. Turnbull & Zoch 
PPE ee. Pr va Ore 2 UE Le eee eA Ae eased. 1008 
See RATES-AREA BASIS, 8. Rerunps. 


STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION. ' 


Natural Gas Act gives Commission no authority to place limits on de- 
liveries of gas dedicated to interstate commerce to protect correlative rights 
of intrastate sellers on adjacent acreage, at least in absence of any evidence 
indicating such limitation would benefit interstate operations. Cumberland 
INE GENO toe tN ceed eweugedue muacdasesaee 135, 142 
Sections 4 and 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act provide authorization for 
regulation of producer rates on an area approach. Area Rate Proceeding 
rN eta ee 176 





INDEX-DIGEST 


STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION—Continued 


Just and reasonable producer rates may be made upon a group or 
geographical area basis; neither the Constitution nor Gas Act imposes 
any special formula for determining just and reasonable rates—so long 
0k © CIS DOMES A BOON, M8 ae se ek ee anecdanenaweee 

There is no constitutional infirmity in statutory authority to fix just 
and reasonable rates on an area basis; in group ratemaking, individual 
COM CHEMNE DG CRONIN, Bi isin i iiinncd dnnnceiduaeecadenmauas 

Under Sections 5(a) and 16 of the Gas Act, Commission may impose 
reasonable moratorium on increased rate filings under Section 4, which 
are inconsistent with rates found to be just and reasonable. Area Rate 
PGE CORINA: TN sii cited iva ek eeccanedanc nied aaaiaas 

Municipalities are ‘‘persons’”’ for purposes of complaint and invocation 
of consumer protective provisions of Part II of the Federal Power Act— 
there is no distinction between municipalities with or without generating 
facilities in this regard. Crisp County Power Commission_..._.._..------ 

The Natural Gas Act does not require the Commission to finally dispose 
of applications for rehearing within 30 days but merely provides that in 
the absence of action thereon within such period applications may be 
deemed to have been denied. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) _____- 

Subsection 10(f) of the Federal Power Act does not define the term 
“headwater improvement”, therefore Commission may give that phrase a 
meaning which is reasonable in view of the facts of the case before it. The 
SEUNG TAODIIEE TRON CW ss sic renin ain head calle 

Instant decision is predicated upon discretionary power explicitly dele- 
gated to Commission under the Act, particularly Sections 6, 10(g) and 
Sees SEARED BEG FOE CI iain cin nace peacoat eee 

Section 10(e) of Power Act does not require that aggregate annual 
charges for all licenses exactly equal Commission’s costs for administering 
Part I nor has Commission interpreted the section as so requiring. Id_-__ 


TAXES. 


Commission modifies prior order to provide that New Mexico Oil and 
Gas Ad Valorem Production tax be considered one of the production 
taxes which may be added to the base price for gas produced in New 
Mexico. Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin) _........-.--.--------.. 
en RATES-AREA BASIS, 2. Bastc Stanparp For New Gas-WELL 
AS. 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


ABANDONMENT—Seetion 7(b) (N.G.A.). 


ACCOUNTS. 


ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10(e) (F.P.A.). 


ow 


to 
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Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP66-73 
Ben Bolt Gathering Co., docket No. CP65-313__...._-..--- 
Carnegie Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-331 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-34 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP66—14_________-.--- 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-394 
El Paso Natural Gas bo, docket No. CP66-105 

Empire Gas and Fuel Co., docket No. CP66—-31_____._---- 
J. C. Miller Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-18743-___....----- 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. CP65-418----- 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP65- 


Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP66-10 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP66-22____....._------- 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-385- 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-59_- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-371-- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP66-129_- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-363 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-414 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-71_.-...---- 
Southwestern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. 


Tarpon Oil Corp., The, docket No. C160—582__....._----- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-185 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-60__--_-_-- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP65-369- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP65-424. 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP64—164 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP65-329__-_..-._--.-- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-413 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-66_-_.-..----- 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., docket No. CP65-280 
Zenith Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-387 


Ice Harbor Project, Snake River, Columbia River Basin, 

Washington, docket No. E-7235_.......--..-.--------- 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2407.........-.--------- 
Empire District Electric Co., The, docket No. E-6711 
International Paper Co., project No. 2375 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 5_....------------- 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2301_.......------- 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 2266_._..-...----- 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2318 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2106 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2107___..--------2 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 174 


69-———-110 








1698 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 





SUBJECT INDEX 


Section 7 (N.G.A.). 
APPLICATION DENIED. 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-243_ 


2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


3. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 


Drake, Truman, docket No. G-18744.............-----.-. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-197_ 
Alexander, C. W., docket No. G- Rieck ices ose 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64— 6 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket i MIMBORs sith cost. conc 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP61-311_______- 
Cascade Natural Gas Corp. (successor to Garfield Gas 
Gathering Co.), docket No. CP64-220_--_.___---__---- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP63-188 (Phi ase II) aks 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G—2557 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP64- “182 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-154___________ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62—265______- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-45__.._.____-- 
Equitable Gas Co., docket No. CP62-186_______._--__-_-- 
Humble Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. G-14604_ 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. G—2138________ 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP65- 


Marshall R. Young Drilling Co., docket No. G-12245______ 


Page 


771 


132 
1487 
67 
1124 
1082 


1181 
1209 


554 


Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-191_ 445, 1566 


Mississippi River Corp. (formerly Mississippi River Fuel 
Corp.), dowket NoviG71376. oon sivoo8l oak noses. .....- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-17485__--___--- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-85_-_-_____- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-255 (Phase I) - 
—_ Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-255 (Phase 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-255- -- 
Rushing, J. S., docket No. G-6085-_....--...------------ 
Sabine Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP64-97____._.._.-_--- 
ore epee Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. 
31-3881 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64-92__-__- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64—5_--- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-107 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-97 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP64-34 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. GROW Ei ai wticccen ceases 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No, CP65-207__...-..-..--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-14 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-62____-___--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-119 


Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1_________-_---- 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP66-138 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP66-144 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. CP66-64 
Bluebonnet Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-417_____.-__---- 
California Co., The, a Division of Chevron Oil Co., docket 

Sed. CII, dowttntia ch). nitanlilhteldaition.<scus 
Carnegie Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-331 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-410 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP66-14___._._____--- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP66-113 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP66-115__-_--._----- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-341 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-377 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-407 


594 


1274 
1460 
1280 








SUBJECT INDEX 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY—Continued 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 


Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. (formerly Hope Natural Gas 
Co.) nee} On Grrr oa a se ences 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-394 
Creek Oil Co., Inc., docket No. C164-457___..___...____-- 
Cumberland Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. G—18740__- 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-47 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-345 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket a CP65-365 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66—108 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-184____....-_- 
: 1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-242__________- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-374 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-400 
(1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—408 
11 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-412_________-- 
Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-6 


] 
] 
1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-36__.__-_-_- aa 
11 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-49___.._.___-- 
‘1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66—58 
1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66—92_____.__-_-- 
‘1 Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-105___._.____- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-127__.______-_- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-12___-_-_-_- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-18___._-- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-19____-__- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—-53_____-- 
Fort Smith Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-411______------- 
Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc., docket No. CP66—37 _ - 
pean H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket 
No. ere Re er ae a ae es 
Intersté a Power Co., docket No. CP65-—360-__ _- 
Kansas-Colorado U tilities, Inc., docket No. CP65-418___ 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas 'C o., Inc., docket No. C P65- 


Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP66- 
a cate tensa) fanaa score cae nea tenderer ee 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. , Inc., docket No. CP66- 
ait al Nee Fost § hoe Bap tr pe Semen ie a hye pte pang NG RE 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP66-10______________- . 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP66-32______________--- 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP66—124______- /_e Z 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP66- 
Wate cae acs Daren eae mate ea ea ae 
Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. CP65-383_-__--__-- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe ‘Line Co. , docket No. CP65-366- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-396_ 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., ‘docket No. CP66-65- - 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64—308 -- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—15- -- 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP65-108_ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of. America, docket No. C 'P64- 


Natural Gas Pipeline ‘Co. of America, a, “docket No. CP65- 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65- 
Natura Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Go. of America, docket No. CPOs 
Natura Gas Pipeline Co. of Americ a, docket No. CP65- 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSIT Y—Continued 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued Page 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65- 

aos brat a amo ea ee eh ee eB ie mele 1342 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP66- 

PEs ct sid: tel son hn Gaba damielsecn baat écneue L168 


PEO re ee Oe ee See ee es ee eee 1478 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP66- 

Oe ae ee ree ae er et eee. er 1453 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1______-___- 507 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-344________- 15 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-399________- 570 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-414____-__-__- 764 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-415________- 742 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-44_______-_- 1318 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-71___._-_-_- 1193 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-75___._-___- 1272 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-80_--_------ 1383 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-98_____._-_- 1454 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP66-5____.....------ 616 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. CI65-584_-_---- 852 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-7- - - -- 1134 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-21_ -. 1476 
Panhandie Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-48_... 1268 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G-16611_____-_------- 486 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G-16760_____--------- 930 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-392__--_- 122 
South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. CP66-8. 744 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-38__._.-_---- 1236 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66—-116____------ 1610 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP650342_.-. 452 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65—352-- -- 115 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-381_-.. 128 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—20_---- 1058 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—25-- --- 1379 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—40----- 1295 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—54_---_- 1060 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—55- -- -- 1403 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., docket No. CP66-4_--- 1061 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-5_.-. 572 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-62_-. 1595 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-90_-_ 1418 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-—185__---_- 527 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-416_-_-_--- 617 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65—423_----- 1457 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66—41__----- 1393 
Texas Gas 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66—97-_------ 1558 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP65- 

a RN Ss antec al ik Biase aN et a hig ok aaa BE ie Nai 969 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66-67_. 1226 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66-91_. 1351 
ee Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66- 

122 


IE eae OS ey Pen re eee ee eet ee ee 1446 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464__.___-_-- 659, 845 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP66-89___-__----- 1485 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP66—143______---- 1461 


Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator), docket No. G- 
TIRE Saket Ses Jats ae dene owe sb eet Seewaies 1001 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY—Continued 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued Page 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. CI65-1351_______- 1457 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP65-329____.________- 585 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-337________-- 91 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-373___.._._-- 554 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-391_________- 123 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-405________-- 1063 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-3.._.......... 892 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-52__________- 1065 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-78__________- 1597 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-421____- ad demi 745 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-422__________- 577 
Western Gas Service Co., docket No. CP65-355_-.....-.-- 6 
. CERTIFICATE TERMINATED. 
Tarpon Oil Corp., The, docket No. CI60—582____________- 554 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inec., docket No. CP65-280- -___- 117 
6. Temporary Certificate. 
a. Denied. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1__._._..--- 86 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464___.__._--- 845 
b. Granted. 
Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-395_..... 1127 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-169- 484 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP64- 

270__- 5f 


c. Rescinded. 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1__._-_-_--- 484 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-208______---_- 484 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
Arizona Public Service Co., docket No. E~7226_._.-.----- 78 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7227_.....---- 453 
Central Maine Power Co., docket No. E-7244___.____-___- 1340 
Iowa Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7252__.......... 1511 
Iowa Public Service Co., docket No. E-7221_______------- 455 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., docket No. E-7241__-_---- 1603 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7236___.._._-.-.. 1196 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, docket No. E-7220_- 17 
DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP66-72____-__-- 1578 
Central Gas Co., docket No. Ns Ps 1183 
Cody Gas Co., docket No. CP65-378. - __........--...... 125 
Husky Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-379__.....-.------- 125 
Laclede Gas Co., docket No. CP66-11_-___-.-.-----.-.-.- 1218 
St. Charles Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-388-.~......---.-- 1225 
Southeastern Kansas Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP65-368_ - 64 
Southern Tier Gas Corp., docket No. CP66-26_.-...--.--- 855 
EXPORTATION. 
1. Granted. 
Electric. 
Arizona Public Service Co., docket No. E-7225__..-..---- 1227 
Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E-7206__-..-_.------ 964 
Northern Electric Cooperative, Inc., The, docket No. E- 
| saplieepdel de cect ta les FR a tt REGAL © nner Minn Spckd ow ne 481 
Gas. 
Del Norte Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-104__..___- 1584 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-33_... 1265 
2. Terminated. 
Gas. 


Del Norte Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-104......--. 1584 





2. GRANTED. 
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IMPORTATION. 


1. AMENDED. 


Gas. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-8932____ 


Gas. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64-308___ 


INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. AMENDED. 


Gas. 
New London Gas Co., docket No. CP63-20___..._.-..----- 


. GRANTED. 


Gas. 
Atlanta Gas Light Co., docket No. CP66-51-_-_- 
Atlanta Gas Light Co., docket No. CP66-84___._____----- 
Auburn, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP65-327- _- 
Battle Creek Gas Co., docket No. CP66—70________-_----- 
Brighton, lowa, Town of, docket No. CP65-312_________-- 
Central Illinois Electric and Gas Co., docket No. CP66-23-- 
Central Illinois Light Co., docket No. CP65-—406 ioe 
Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. CP65-303 -- 
Community Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP64-302--- 
Delta Natural Gas Co., Inc., ‘docket No. CP65-390 
Hermann, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP66-24 
Illinois Power Co., docket No. CP65-343-__- 
Indiana Natural Gas Corp., docket No. CP63-292________- 
Indiana Natural Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-376______-__- 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. G—2138_- 
Loretto, Tennessee, City of, docket No. CP65-305_____- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64—308 
Milwaukee Gas Light Co., docket No. CP66—56__- 
Missouri Edison Co., docket No. CP66-69__-_- P hdd 
North Star Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-159_-__- 
St. Joseph Light & Power Co., docket No. CP66—46_- 
Sumiton, Alabama, Town of, docket No. CP65-353-_ 
Weir, Mississippi, Town of, docket No. CP65-375 __- 
Western Indiana Public Service Co. , Ine., docket No. C P65- 
PO ee steadied Ste 
Westfield Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-240______- 
Wisconsin Power & Li ght Co., docket No. CP66-2- 


JURISDICTION. 


Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7090________-_- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP64-150-- 
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc., docket No. E-7163- - - - 


LICENSE. 
1. AMENDED. 


A. J. Industries, Inc., project No. 2307 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146 105, 


Brazos River Authority, project No. 1490____.__--------- 
Brown-New Hampshire, fn. project No. 2300 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
ON a See a a ieee 
Crisp County Power Commission, project No. 659 
Tdaho Power Co., project No. 1071 .... 2 0666n onnn- nu cncse 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2310 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082 
Peacock, Frank E., project No. 2427..............--.-.-. 
Susquehanna Power Co., The, project No. 405 
APPLICATION VACATED. 
Central Maine Power Co., project No. 2519____.-- ia os 
APPLICATION WITHDRAWN. 
Brazos River Authority, project No. 2472___._.....-.-.-- 
Calaveras County Water District, project No. 2409_...-.-- 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Chelan County, Washington, 
MEQGRT INO. OME éoadcs isn chowasiiheews naeeeeeeneee 








Page 
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457 


130 
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131 
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LICENSE—Continued 
4. EXHIBITs. 


or 


oa 


~I 


4) 


9. MINoR. 


. HEADWATER BENEFITS. 


. In GENERAL. 


Maysor. 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 618_.............------- 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2407___----- 
Brown-New Hampshire, Ine., project No. 2300 
Central Maine Power Co., project No. 2335___.._...--_--- 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 


Consolidated Water Power Co., project No. 2110_._._-.-_- 
Crisp County Power Commission, project No. 659_._.---.-- 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 1218____- ssungieeGedade 
Gresham, Wisconsin, Village of, project No. 2464 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1975_.---..-.------.-..... 
Lincoln National Life Insurance Co., The, project No. 2069_ 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2188 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2301__.....-------- 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 2266___......----- 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2330 
Pacifie Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2106 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2107 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082 
Phelps Dodge Corp., project No. 2304_..._.....-.-------- 
Philadelphia Electric Co., project No. 2355------- 
Potomac Light & Power Co., project No. 2343___.__--_-_- 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 2101__- 
Southern California Edison Co. , project |. | ae 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 372___--- 
Tacoma, Washington, City of, project Noi 20803 254...... 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co. » project No. 1759_......... 


Fish Fact ities. 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 


Alabama Power Co., docket No. E-6893___________._----- 
Carolina Power & Light Co., project No. 2206___.________- 
Empire District Electric Co., The, docket No. E-6711 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-7240 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146_...__.......--.---- 
Calaveras County Water District, project No. 5001......: 
Consolids ited Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2106_____________- 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2195- 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2203__...._____-- 
Blandin Paper Co., project No. 2362__________- 
Brown-New Hampshire, Inc., project No. 2422 _ 
Brown-New Hampshire, Inc., project No. 2423__ 
Gresham, Wisconsin, Village ‘of, project No. 2464. 
Lake Superior District Power Co., project No. 2430 
Northern Virginia Power Co., project No. 2425_....._.__-- 
Peacock, Frank E., project No. 2427___._.............--.. 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., project No. 2: 
Union Electric Co. , project ReOt Mee hs Je 8s 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2394 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 2433 


tS 
oo 
o 


Nekoosa-Edwards Paper Co., project No. 2498__________-- 
Nekoosa-Edwards Paper Co., project No. 2499_ 
Short, Bill. D., protect Ne. 1066) ou 2 2. eh ng 
Vermont Marble Co., project No. 2445 
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LICENSE—Continued 


10. SURRENDER. Page 
Chatham Strait Fish Co., project No. 2013_........._---- 1159 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., project No. 743__.._.._..------- 1215 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., project No. 9388__...........---- 109 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 174.....__.._- 64 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 671..........____-- 875 


11. Terms AND CONDITIONS OF. 
License, Terms and Conditions of, Form L-6 (Revised 
A AE ep oat ae te ape ee 1114 


License, Terms and Conditions of, Form L-11 (July 1, 1965). 602 
12. TRANSFER. 


Washington Water Power Co., The, docket No. E-7237_... 1255 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. CONSOLIDATION. 
Pan American Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. 
eed ood ow ks tolh Sell tab awe bh oteten cc acs 1223 


2. EviIDENCE. 


Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket 
TU a lc Sines dares ce ah ie A 870 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP63-7_.......---- 88 
3. EXAMINERS’ RULING. 
Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket 
INO; do Socittnne = tae Desde sb annesodscas 590, 870 
Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket 
POT htc at gai dn pide eeedsscacccea 609 
Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E-7234_.........--.- 1419 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19._. 506 
4. HEARINGS. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. docket No. RP66-15_____---- 1561 
Bass, Perry R. (Operator), docket No. RI66-174______---- 1373 
Clewiston, Florida, City of, docket No. E-7243_...._._._.... 1395 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G-2737_._...._-_-------- 1199 
Crisp County Power Commission, docket No. E-7120___--_- 729 
Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E-7234..-...._------ 83 
Illinois Power Co., docket No. E-7245_.._.....-.-.------ 860 
J. h , Trahan, Drilling Contractor, Inc., docket No. RI64- 
Dial anh tees ee ae ae eel eo ee ee 554 
Micetxippi Power Co., docket No. E-7112__........--.-..- 658 


Montana Power Co., The, WODIIE eb Risd cadet de dno aca 12 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-243. 771 
Pan American Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. 


POO Obi a teen oottiaala guccch scien d<accas 1223 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. RI66-154_.._- 1250 
Penrose Production Co., docket No. RI66-155_____....... 1253 
Rocky Mountain Power Co., project No. 2289_____.------ 539 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. RI66-198_._-....-.----------.-- 1502 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-55_-... 1403 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464____.__---- 659 

5. In GENERAL. 

Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1______--------- 846 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP64—-125_____--- 1474 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—16401___-__.__.---- 592 
Blandin Paper Co., project No. 2362_._......-.---------- 1289 
Central Maine Power Co., project No. 2519_..__._---_---- 535 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP63-188 (Phase II)... 1209 
City Gas Co. of Florida, docket No. RP65-48__....._----- 1412 
Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E~7206__.....__.---- 80 
Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-395__-.--- 1415 
Hunt Oil Co., docket No. CI65-1241_..........-...------ 1136 
Idaho Power Co., docket Nec i-1aees .. J4-4d~ssacc-nee 1593 
eens River Corp. Geeew Mississippi River Fuel 

CIOER:)) COGS INO. Mr 18 0k oi vcd ds cnn enncanacscnans 1191 
National Power Seives, "banal Advisory Committees, 

CONTOURS 5. 8 ick ide nec we eae elle 14 


Natural Gas Companies—Emergency Planning—Annual ) 
Reports of System Flow Diagrams, docket No. R-257.... 1158 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


5. In GenERAL—Continued Page 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP65-50- 72 
Order No. 301, docket No; R-253......<.......-..--...... 76 
Order No. 302, GEOR. LIQ NON EAES om decinkactinaktiwacwes 87 
Order No. 306, docket Ma. H-257... .o......2<-.-52-5-2-- 536 
Order No. 304, docket No. R-281___......_-_--- Mea anttce a 851 
Order No. 306, docket No. R-285. ...................... 991 
Order No. 306, docket No. R-286..................-.--. 999 
OGnder Na: Gd, Goeket NO. Heed <c:di cnn nnsanesdecccccs 1176 
Order No. 308, docket No. R- 279 a ae Oa iE a 1202 
Order No. 309, docket No. R-272__-__- Ee es 1399 
Order No. 310, docket No. R- 283 aitesheacis iii AR snail el ci eseaail 1436 
Crcia® Tie. SiR, Geieih "Ny, Barshai tacit cds aenrorein 1437 
Order No. 312, docket No. H-289. .....-<..<....-+.-.-.- 1499 
Order No. 313, docket No. R-294._..........-....-....- 1546 
Order No. 314, docket No. R-295__-...------------------ 1550 
Order No. 315, docket No. R-268....................... 1551 
Order No. 316, CR ON 2 RT eee 1607 
Pacific Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-213_._..-.- 1480 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7123_-_..------- 1165 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-33_--. 1265 
Rate and Certificate Filings by Small Independent Pro- 

GUpeES; COOROR ING. Bole Ca esdcmsivic dios uesmnuadbsccene 434 
Skelly Oil Co., docket No. G—18638_....._....----------- 1348 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP63-7_._..__---- 88 
Susquehanna Power Co., The, project No. 405_._._.------ 517 
Texaco Inc., docket No. G—8087__....-.......-..-..-.... 1098 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP65-59--- 98 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP66-12_.. 1179 

6. INTERMEDIATE DecIsION PROCEDURE. 

Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2______--.-_---- 1332 

7. INTERVENTION. 

Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket 

PONY SUMO Rita: cl a ynttetnmne cl ak Dkcmposeattbhicndacas 3 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49___._.__-.-- 593 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-140_.______-_--- 1239 
Colorado River Water Conservation District, The, project 

FO GN a 6 id Saath inant Aaa lad aeee ie eG od ol Sc awiaien 1211 
Del Norte Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-104___.._._- 1584 
Florida Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7210_________--- 990 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19__. 1132 
Pan American Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. 

PER Otis sche nen ubaunidi ewe Duateadfausdas 1223 
St. Croix Paper Co., project No. 2492..............----.--. 1482 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—-55_-_--- 1403 

8. INVESTIGATION. 

Clewiston, Florida, City of, docket No. E-7243__....___--- 1395 
Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E~7234_....._..----- 83 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-7229__.....-..------- -- 1503 
Illinois Power Co., docket No. E-7245___--..-.--_-_-- ae ae 

9. Motions. 

Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 

RPh. 26 ck Rb aehhcinll« bined diene _. 1135, 1411 
Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket 

Wit: MINE, 64. ivan aunké, inicio ba. nidendbenl 562, 870, 1332 
Clewiston, Florida, City of, docket No. E-7243_....._._-_- 1395 
Continental Oil Co., docket No... G+2t St ncccssciassacsuss 1190 
Crisp County Power Commission, docket No. E-7120_--_--- 729 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-211__...._..__.. 579 
First Transportation Gas Corp., Inc., docket No. CI61-985_.. 533 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-393__---_- 1184 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP66—4_-____--- 995 
George Mitchell & Associates, Inc., Agent, docket No. 

Pele Fe hit 5). 06 dosilie nt) das) ORS cae 1544 


Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket No. 
ReP BOG Wcia nda iciemawcaucuteawmaenn wag ceases 1472 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
9. Morions—Continued 


13. 





. OrpER INSTITUTING PROCEEDINGS. 


. REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION. 


Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-395_-_-_-_- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-243-_ 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G-13018 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., project No. 2280____-_-_------ 
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc., docket No. E-7163 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G—16760___-__-------- 
T. L. James & Co., Inc., docket No. G-16492_-____.-.----- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. R P65-59_ _- 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. C165-683 
ORAL ARGUMENT. 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 5 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP63-7___...----- 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165_--- 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1 
Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket 
i Ss eee te sh 7 ener eet eee eee on wes 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7090_-___------ 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49___-___---_-- 
Bangor Hydro-Electric Co., project No. 2403___-..------- 
Bass, Perry R. (Operator), docket No. RI66-174______---- 
Columbia River Basin, Headwater Benefits Investigation, 
ee ee cee 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
eS 8 se cit ee Ses nee 
Gresham, Wisconsin, Village of, project No. 2464- 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket No. 
OEE ok si abe eed in ar a 
Humble Gas Transmission Co. , docket No. CP65-: 359 
Hunt Oil Co., docket No. CI65-1241______ e252 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP60-9-__-- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_-- 
Natural Gas Companies—E mergency Planning—System 
Flow Diagrams, docket No. R-257-_.-......-.-.----.-.- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP61-8_ 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2318__-._----- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-17485___---_--- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64—255 (Phase 


Pacific Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-213 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082________.----- 
Pan American Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. 
SUNN ore ber Ankers eee, Gee 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. R 166-154_ 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket eb MONS es 
Rumford Falls Power Co., project No. 2333__..._.-------- 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G—16760 
Sohio Petroleum Co., docket No. CI66-193_______._------ 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP63-7_--__------ 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038__----- 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. i ee a 
Sun Oil Co., SOE See BE ROU. oe oe on ec ccnan 
Texaco Inc. (formerly Sunray DX Oil Co., docket No. 
G=438)), Gocket No. G-O0er nn oe eee 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP64- 
ie 2 PB Oe iisainge, Dea SUE ES = 2 os 
Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Ope rator), docket No. G- 
AR SD EY gS LE By ea (Ls SER es ee 
Union Electric Co., project No. 2277 
REMANDED PROCEEDINGS. 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G-11217 pase = one 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. RI64-273.-....----------- 








SS 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


14. REOPENING OF PROCEEDINGS. Page 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
MR dkintigictigbiegtndeidanacel seri in austen Sines co ae el la 1 
15. SEVERANCE. 
Black, W. H., docket No. RI63—52-_-................-.-- 894 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G-14101____._...____. 1424 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. RI61-408_____.___.__-___--- 1243 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1_-_____- a 86 
Sharples and Co. Properties (Operator), docket No. G- 

i ca hie cate caine Sack el gi el natn ee, ee eee 1233 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G—-13528_____._______- 1106 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-12201_______- tai 30 
Southwestern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. 

A Ss ce eee ee 439 
T. L. James & Co., Inc., docket No. G—16492____._____-_- 161 

16. SHow Cause. 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 

TPS cnn Se dh diceteksarahins aaa ood elec tarata tds caiaitae ncaa 424, 1287 
Boshell, Edward O., docket No. ID- ie ie ree 1166 
Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-395___-_- 873 
Mississippi Power Co., docket a MORE occ tahbecness 658 

17. Stay ORDER. 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165_._.............----- 1370 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 

AC 2h ceicttes dh gi sceiht cid Ste eviiibelua dt cppieh ats Madae ac 89, 1288 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket No. 

CRN Sen nae a tela wah di clea Tite ee ee eg 1330 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP60-9____ 1188 
Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator), docket No. G- 

Reha i ot adi bate cs 0 aaldn Nain th nmmsbabiucdase 1367 

18. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 

Alexander, C. W., docket No. G-6932__.........-...___-- 67 
Black, W. H. docket So. Bies-t2.........-..._.._-...- 804 
Carolina Pipeline Co., docket No. RP63-—4................ 547 
City Gas Co. of Florida, docket No. RP65-48__..._....... 1412 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G—19653___- 549 
Coates, George H., docket No. G-19824____.__________--- 550 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G—14101________-___-- 1424 
DeBardeleben, Jr., Charles F. (Operator), docket No. RI65- 

SI ih sai 5 gches Geinahrai Sapa WES Ae eae ee ea el on aS 69 

—— J. R. (suecessors to Berkshire Oil Co., successor to 

R. Frankel), docket No. G-17671._..-...........--- 712 
cae Jake L., docket No. RI61—408__...........-.---- 1243 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket No. 

ARNE E aci ad cheats mab’ ove di sseadisandiathee tes soba abet eee ta tee aa 1472 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. RP65- 

Scie tae ds aeecsscecad ch dp Phar dine Ao tatal ct NN a Pa a ai 118 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. F 

RN in sisson ihn hte dees acai aah tals peg tela 883 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., docket No. E-6899_ 766 
Sharples and Co. Properties (Operator), docket No. G- 

DR iiss sb & sacecee eaves tects Sein Noo detec ae eg pn eta ns i 1233 
Signal Oil & Gas Co. (Operator), docket No. RI61-438___. 1608 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. Seer Er dricnasdl hha cabanas 1106 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-12201________-_- 30 
Southwestern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator) de rocket No. G- 

prttsnn a ilk Miecellel Gis Mok Piacente tho SRS es: Dale daa oa Uap absaa 439 

James & C o., Inc., docket Pg G-16403............. 1612 
ae Oil Corp., The, ‘docket No. CI60-582___.--------- 554 


Vanceburg Electric Light, Heat and Power System, docket 
hs re iain ok eae é hintaan: tink deleh Aa wighel eee 
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PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 
Stevenson, Malcolm S., project No. 2502 
2. GRANTED. 
Eastern Maine Electric Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2501- 
Monongahela Power Co., project No. 2477_-......--_----- 
Petersburg, Alaska, City of, project No. 2521_.._.__.._--- 
PUBLIC LANDS. 
APPLICATION DENIED. 
Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 8 and project 
No. 2273, docket No. DA-566-Idaho, Frank M. Sotin-_- 
Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 268 and project 
No. 334, docket No. DA-1058-California, Sacramento 
State College III i = inl cai nae den waa 
Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 117, docket 
No. DA-578-Idaho, City of Idaho Falls 


RATES. 


1. AREA RATE DETERMINATION. 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1-_-_--- -- 159, 119 
2. DETERMINATION OF. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19-_-_- 
3. Fitines, SCHEDULES, SERVICE AGREEMENTS, Ere. 
a. Accepted. 
Alexander, C. W., docket No. G-6932__..._._._-_----.---- 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP61-311 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP66—73_-_--_- 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49_______--- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP64-182____ 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-377_--- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-45______-_-- 
Empire Gas and Fuel Co., docket No. CP66-31 
Home Gas Co:, docket No: 3tr0e-Ol1.. 2.2222)... 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. RP65- 
43 


Marshall R. Young Drilling Co., docket No. G—12245_-__- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-191- 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-59- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP66-3_____-_- 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E- 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. RI66—154_--- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-21- 
Penrose Production Co., docket No. RI66-155__-------- 
Rushing, J. S., docket Ns. Gee te 
Sharples and Co. Properties (Operator), docket No. G- 
SOG nk aswel eh oeeutenteta cae ow remade tenia 


Texas Gas Pipe tien Corp., docket No. G-20073.-------- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP66-97---- 
Vanceburg Electric Light, Heat and Power System, docket 
No. E-7184 
b. Cancelled. 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G—2557_--- 
Empire Gas and Fuel Co., docket No. CP66-31__-_._---- 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket 
Po I a core Trek mam Qetin toi casomser mn ca ae lena no a 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., docket No. CP65-280_--- 
c. Confirmed & Approved. 
United States Department of the Interior, Bonneville Power 
Administration, docket No. E-6611 


United States Department of the Interior, Southwestern 
Power Administration, docket No. E-6943_._._-..---- 





1219 


1356 


8, 1286 


973 


1462 
608 
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kRATES—Continued 
. Frurnes, SCHEDULES, SERVICE AGREEMENTS, Erc.—Continued 


d. Rejected. Page 
Bass, Perry R. (Operator), issued September 23, 1965.... 960 
Bright & Schiff, issued September 30, 1965_........___--- 994 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., issued September 10, 1965.. 847 
Skelly Oil Co., docket No. G—18638__.........--------. 1348 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. (Operator), issued August 26, 

Qa de J i525) cide dibeuniesdebnins 4a deiades 595 

e. Required. 

Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G-19653_... 549 
Coates, George H., docket No. G-19824._...............- 550 
DeBardeleben, Jr., Charles F. (Operator), docket No. RI65- 

DE Re ui bi awh Bt cain ah ica le Tt at a 69 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP60-9__.. 621 
Roy M. Huffington, Inec., docket No. G-18680___....-.__- 1277 
Signal Oil & Gas Co. (Operator), docket No. RI61-438____- 1608 
Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-20478__ 1616 

f. Suspended. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. RP66-15__._____- 1561 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP66-4_.._____- 995 


4. RepucTION APPROVED. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP65-58_ 767 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP65-50. 1495 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP66-3__.________ 1162 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-7140_ 883 
5. REFUNDS. 

Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket No. G-17741__--____-- 441 
Black, W. H., docket No. RI63-52__.........-....-.... 894 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G-19653__.. 549 
Coates, George H., docket No. G—19824_-__..______.____- 550 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G-14101_____________- 1424 
Evans, Jr., James P., docket No. RI60—237_______....--_- 10 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP66-4_______- 995 
Frankel, J. R. (successors to Berkshire Oil Co., successor to 

R. R. Frankel), docket No. G-17671_----.._.__--_----- 712 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. RI61-408_______._________-- 1243 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr., Operator, docket No. 

Re Bh a ln PN a Ge ee ee, a Sd 897 
Home Gas Co., docket No. RP65-61__-_-_...._..__--_--- 730 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-9287__________- 2 
al tear eciota Co., Inc. (Operator), docket No. RI60- mn 

ia ict ain ecclte Rege ena clegtseticiec aid aden Sa coe eee ae tes 2 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP65-50_ 1495 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP66-3__________- 1162 
Roy M. Huffington, Inc., docket No. G-18680__________-- 1277 
Signal Oil & Gas Co. (Operator), docket No. RI61-—438_-_--_- 1608 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G-13528______________ 1106 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G—12201_________- 30 
Southwestern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. 

SO as oh ci sass nics pis ao ei ee ce ee ee 439 
T. L. James & Co., Inc., docket No. G-16492____._______. 1612 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP66-12__. 1099 
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—20073_________- 575 
Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-20478_. 1616 

6. SETTLEMENT. 
a. Amended. 

Gas Gathering Corp., docket No. G-20118__________-_-_- 1167 
Marathon Oil Co., docket No. RI64-549________________- 763 
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-20073_______--- 575 
Union Producing Co., docket No. G-13811______..___-_-- 1421 


Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-20478_. 587 
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RATES—Continued 


6. SeTTLEMENT—Continued 
b. Approved. 
Alexander, C. W., docket No. G- 6932... 
Black, W. H., docket No. RI63-52__-__ 
Carolina Pipe ‘line C o., docket No. RP63-4 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G-19653_- 
Coates, George H., docket No. G- “198: 24 
Columbian Fuel Cor i, 
DeBardeleben, Jr., Candies F, , docket. No. RI65-222_____ 
Frankel, J. R. (successors to Berkshire Oil C 0., Successor to 
R. R. Frankel), docket No. G- Ris sna idcba « 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. RI61- 408 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. RP65- 


Roy M. Huffington, Inc. , docket No. G-18680_ ons 
Signal Oil & Gas Co. (Operator), docket No. RI61-438___.__ 1608 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G—13528_ _ 1106 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-12201____ 30 
Southwestern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. 


T. L. James & Co., Inc., 
c. Denied. 
Roy M. Huffington, Ine., 
d. Rejected. 
Harrell Drilling Co., 
SECURITIES. 
1. ISSUANCE OF. 
Citizens Utilities Co., docket Nol Be ( 208d in keig 2 ---- 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-7231_____-- 
Idaho Power Co., docket, No. E- sg 
Northern States 
Orange and Rockland U tilities, a docket ‘No. E-7230.... 
Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., docket No. E-7246_.-- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7238 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7247 
2. SOFRIaaEn AN Au THORIZATION. | 


O 





